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FOREWORD 


The present volume, No. XIX in the series on the Athenian Agora, is the third devoted to inscriptions on 
stone. The first epigraphic volume, No. XV, The Athenian Councillors (1975) by the late Benjamin D. 
Meritt and John S. Traill, contains all known epigraphic texts recording the activities of the Councillors. 
No. XVII, The Funerary Monuments, by the late Donald W. Bradeen (1974), deals with all gravestones 
found in the excavations. 

The present volume is triple in both substance and authorship but homogeneous in that all its parts are 
alike in presenting documents of civic importance. In Part I Gerald V. Lalonde publishes all the boundary 
markers (horoz) found in the excavations. Only a small proportion of the stones had stood originally in the 
ancient Agora; the majority, as in the case of the tombstones, had been brought into the area in late times for 
re-use. 

Part II, by Merle K. Langdon, comprises all known epigraphic records of the transactions of the 
Vendors (poletaz), a board of civic officials responsible for the sale or lease of public and confiscated proper- 
ty, the lease of mines and taxes, and the letting of contracts for public works. The majority of the stones have 
been found in the excavation of the Agora where all the records were originally displayed. 

In Part III Michael B. Walbank deals with the terms and procedure for the leasing of public and sacred 
property. The responsible officials might be those appointed by the state, i.e. the Vendors, or representatives 
of lesser political bodies such as demes, or spokesmen for sacred establishments such as sanctuaries. By no 
means all the records of such transactions need have been set up in the Agora, but the present study is con- 
fined to those inscriptions that surely had stood in the Agora and that are now to be found either in the Agora 
Museum or in the Epigraphical Museum in Athens. 

In keeping with the policy. announced in The Athenian Agora XV, p. v, the authors of the present 
volume have confined their editions to texts based on fresh autopsy with epigraphic notes and bibliography 
but without translation or detailed commentary. In each part of the volume, however, the catalogue of texts 
is preceded by a discussion of the theme based on all the available evidence both epigraphic and literary. 
Again in line with established practice in this epigraphic series, illustration is generally confined to those 
stones for which photographs are not available elsewhere, almost always in Hesperia. 

The individual authors have made their personal acknowledgments to helpful colleagues and bene- 
factors. Those authors in turn deserve the gratitude of the Publications Program of the Agora Excavations 
for the years of back-breaking and eye-trying labor devoted to the study of these precious but sadly frag- 
mented public records of ancient Athens. Equally deserving are the Editor and her staff who have made the 
results of all that research so readily accessible to the reader. 

The manuscripts for two more epigraphic volumes are now nearing completion: Vol. XVI, The Decrees 
by Geoffrey Woodhead and Vol. XVIII, The Dedications and Imperial Letters by Daniel J. Geagan. 


Homer A. THOMPSON 
Field Director (emeritus), Agora Excavations 
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I. HOROI 


BY 
GERALD V. LALONDE 


PREFACE 


In cataloguing the inscribed horoi found during the excavation of the Athenian Agora by the American 
School of Classical Studies, I have divided the texts into seven principal categories, and within these catego- 
ries I have further arranged the inscriptions according to textual variations and, insofar as they could be 
dated, in chronological order. The usual statistics, bibliography, and notice of published illustration precede 
the edited text of each inscription. Photographs of horoi in this volume are limited to heretofore unpublished 
examples and a few others that illustrate the variety of types discovered in the Agora. 

To the scholars who have studied these and similar inscriptions before me, especially the late J. V. A. 
Fine and the late M. I. Finley in the case of the security horoi, I am much indebted. I would like to thank the 
members of the Publications Committee of the American School of Classical Studies at Athens who gave me 
helpful advice about the form of this work. Particular thanks are due to the Field Directors of the Agora 
Excavations, Homer A. Thompson (1946-1967) and T. Leslie Shear, Jr. (1968 to present), for putting these 
documents at my disposal for study and publication and for giving me access to the fine staff and facilities of 
the Stoa of Attalos. I mention in particular the late Spyros Spyropoulos, Agora technician, whose friendship, 
generosity, and assistance during this and other projects are cherished memories. I am grateful to Stephen G. 
Miller and William D. E. Coulson, past and present Directors of the American School, and to their staffs for 
extending to me the hospitality and privileges of the School and its Blegen and Gennadios Libraries. When I 
had occasion to study inscriptions in the National Epigraphical Museum at Athens, the cordial help of the 
Director, K. Peppa-Delmouzou, and her staff was very much appreciated. Special thanks are due to Doro- 
thea Lalonde and Pamela Lalonde for their help in preparing the manuscript. I am grateful to my co-author, 
Michael B. Walbank, for collating the indices to this volume. I am greatly indebted to Marian H. McAllis- 
ter, Editor of American School Publications, and her staff for their skillful and patient assistance throughout 
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HOROI 


Horoi are among the many types of inscriptions found in extraordinary numbers in the area of the ancient 
Agora. This epigraphical bounty is the result of the extent and intensiveness of the excavations here and of 
the area’s having been a focal point of Athens throughout its history. A very small number of the horoi are in 
situ, and not many more can be assigned to known establishments in the ancient Agora. Most of the stones 
are not traceable to any identifiable property, and the great majority of these, including certainly the numer- 
ous private funerary and security horoi, were brought here through the ages as incidental building material. 
Thus, the inscribed markers catalogued below are to be viewed and understood not so much in the context of 
the Agora as in that of the whole city. 


NATURE AND PURPOSE 


Whether the original meaning of ὅρος was “boundary” or “watcher”,! Wade-Gery has shown that the word 
is not always to be translated as “boundary stone”; many inscribed horoi, especially security markers, did not 
delimit property but only marked its general location and provided information about it.? These simple 
markers, however, shared with true boundary stones the purpose of protecting property from encroachment 
or violation and, in the case of security horoi, protecting the real estate of creditors. The integrity of property, 
public or private, was supported by strong religious sanctions, of which the horoi were both practical and 
symbolic expressions. A 1st-century B.c. Athenian decree from Eleusis* mentions Athena Horia and Zeus 
Horios as protectors of boundaries or horoi. Plato (Laws 842E-843A) probably reflects contemporary law 
when he puts at the head of his code on agriculture a statute against the moving of another’s horoi and asserts 
that violators shall be guilty at the bar of heaven and that of the law. The texts of horoi themselves sometimes 
include prohibitions against violation of the property: a marker in the Amphiareion in Oropos (JG VII, 422) 
forbids building within the boundaries of the sanctuary; two horoi of the Athenian Koinon of the Eikadeis 
(IG 112, 2631, 2632) warn against the dumping of trash on their property. In 422 B.c. the Athenian Demos 
decreed (JG 1", 78, lines 54-59) the protection by horoi of shrines in the Pelargikon, the impeachment of 
violators before the Boule, and a statutory fine of 500 drachmas. A decree of 352/1 B.c. (JG II”, 204) ordered 
the re-establishment of horoi on the Eleusinian ἱερὰ ὀργάς (sacred land), which had been invaded by private 
parties. Disputes between private citizens over boundaries and their markers could be settled amicably by 
mediation or arbitration, or through such judicial processes as διαδικασία, δίκη οὐσίας, or δίκη ἐξούλης." 
While horoi were not a prior: proof of ownership in such litigation, they were sometimes cited as evidence, 
especially if the correctness of their location could be in some way verified.° 

Below the ultimate authority of the Boule and Demos, the protection of public property was the re- 
sponsibility of particular magistrates and, when circumstances warranted, of ad hoc commissions. Plato 
(Laws 760B) and Aristotle (Politics 1321b.18-30) drew on the Athenian constitution when they allocated 


1 See H. Engelmann and R. Merkelbach, “οὖρος, ὅρος," ZPE 8, 1971 (pp. 97-103), pp. 97-98. 

*H. T. Wade-Gery, “Horos,” in Mélanges Glotz II (pp. 877-887), pp. 879-880; see also J. H. Oliver, “Horoi as Reserved 
Areas,” GRBS 4, 1963, pp. 141-143. In the present study I use the term “boundary stone” only in its literal sense. 

51. Threpsiades in K. Kourouniotes, ᾿Ελευσινιακά I, Athens 1932, pp. 223-236, line 16 of the inscription. 

* See A. R. W. Harrison, The Law of Athens: The Family and Property, Oxford 1968, pp. 214-220; D. MacDowell, The Law in 
Classical Athens, London 1978, pp. 145-147, 153-154. 

> See Demosthenes, 31.1-7, 12-13; 42.5, 28; Isaios, 6.36; cf. MacDowell, op. cit., p. 139. 
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the superintendence of boundaries in their philosophical cities and countrysides to ἀστυνόμοι and aypo- 
νόμοι respectively. Ath. Pol. 50 reflects the historical reality of this assignment, at least as regards the Asty- 
nomoi, when it notes that these magistrates are to see that building constructions do not encroach on city 
streets. Various other officials, however, shared these responsibilities when the boundaries in question were 
in their jurisdiction. The Basileus, as chief religious magistrate, oversaw the placement of horoi in the 
shrines of the Pelargikon (JG I’, 78, lines 54-55) and around that of Kodros UG 1", 84, lines 6-8), and 
the Hierophant and Dadouchos took part in the re-establishment of the boundaries of the Eleusinian ἱερὰ 
ὀργάς (10 11, 204, line 13). These last two projects were of such importance or magnitude that the Athe- 
nians augmented the force of magistrates by the appointment of special commissions of ὁρισταί (“Boundary- 
men”). The commissioners for the Eleusinian temenos were not explicitly called Horistai, but they clearly 
had duties similar to those of boards of that title at Athens and elsewhere.’ This body of ten men from the 
general citizenry and five(?) from the Boule (lines 5-7) was to hold sessions of inquiry for five days in the city 
Eleusinion, to determine the correct boundaries of the temenos (lines 10-12), and to see to the placement of 
new horoi (lines 74-75). 


CHRONOLOGICAL RANGE 


The history of horoi in Athens, as in all of Greece, probably goes back before literate times, but the evidence 
for pre-inscriptional stones is slight and speculative; we might posit their use on the analogy of a variety of 
uninscribed natural and artificial boundary markers of the Classical and Hellenistic periods;* furthermore, 
horoi are mentioned in very early literature, such as the Iliad (12.421-423; 21.404—405) and, at Athens, 
the iambic lines attributed to Solon (Ath. Pol. 12.4-5). Athens has yielded inscribed gravestones as early as 
the late 7th century, but its earliest extant horoi are from the second half of the 6th century: the Archaic 
boundary stones of the Agora (H25-H27) are dated about 500 s.c., and the rupestral horos of Zeus on the 
Hill of the Nymphs (JG 12, 863) shows somewhat earlier letter forms. While most horoi can be dated only 
from their letter forms, and the shabby lettering of funerary and security horoi is particularly difficult to 
date, it is fair to say that the great majority of Athenian stones are from the Classical and Hellenistic periods. 
Of the horoi from the Agora excavations, twelve at most can be dated to the 3rd century or later, and the 
Roman period is represented by only three stones (H18, H23, H24). ‘Thus, inscribed horoi in general were 
used in Athens from the late Archaic period through Roman times, although, as will be shown below, the 
peculiarly Athenian trittys markers and security horoi had shorter histories. 


PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 


Enough Attic horoi have been found that the range of their physical properties can be readily assessed. 
Practically all identifiable horos inscriptions are cut on natural rock, stelai, or wall blocks. The rupestral 
inscriptions are understandably a minority within Athens, but their use in the outlying plains and mountains 
to mark shrines, farms, mines, tombs, and other properties was widespread. As difficult as these texts are to 
notice in the field, new specimens are discovered regularly. ‘The predominant medium of horos texts within 
the city was the stele of marble or limestone, rectangular in shape’ and rough picked except for the upper 
front face, which was dressed smooth as a background for the inscription. Sharing with modern signs the 
objectives of conspicuousness and easy legibility, the texts of horoi are usually brief and cut in large letters. 
Except for a few examples of vertical (H2, H31) and retrograde (H26) lettering,'° the texts are horizontal 


5 Cf. Dittenberger, S'yl/.?, 313 and note 6. 
’E.g., 1G 1", 84, lines 7-8; II*, 1177 (Peiraieus); XIV, 645 (Herakleia); BCH 3, 1879, p. 244, A(I) (Chios). 
® E.g., 1( 1°, 84; Travlos, PDA, pp. 332-334, figs. 435, 436; JG IV? 1, 75, line 33; LX? 1, 177; XIV, 352; 645, Llines 15-93; the 
National Epigraphical Museum in Athens possesses a number of blank stelai of the size and shape of horoi, but we cannot be sure of 
their use or intended use; see also Kerametkos I, p. 5 and note 4, for two unworked slabs of stone found in situ in the Kerameikos 
excavations. 
5 Cf. the rare exceptions, which are octagonal (H51) and triangular (H46) in horizontal section. 
10 The lineation of the Archaic horoi of the Agora (H25-H27) is unique; JG 12, 862 is not true boustrophedon (see L. Threatte, 
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and orthograde with little sculptural embellishment.'! Leaving aside the private horoi (funerary and se- 
curity stones) and trittys markers for discussion below, we can sum up the texts of other horoi as usually, but 
not always, including the word ὅρος and usually having one or more of the following informative elements: 
type of property (e.g. H22); epithet or description of the property (H33, H34); name of the divine or human 
owner (H6; /G 12, 870); epithet of the owner (H10); prohibition or warning (JG 12, 870); dimensions of the 
property (H23, H24). A number of horoi are written in unsystematic abbreviations, usually with the pur- 
pose of getting large lettering on a limited space: e.g., OX for &(pos) χ(ωρίο) (IG I?, 879), OPS TIM probably 
for ὅρ(ος) π(αραλίας καὶ) μ(εσογαίας),12 and Πόρος K (IG 12, 876), where the kappa may stand for xpéves." 


LOCATION AND ORIENTATION 


Despite the great number of extant boundary stones from Attica, not enough of them have been found in situ 
to suggest any clear-cut set of rules about location and orientation. The survival of one Archaic and three 
Classical horoi around the Tritopatreion in the Kerameikos'* represents the common and practical place- 
ment of stones on the limits, particularly the corners, of property, with the inscriptions facing outward so as 
to be clearly visible to passersby.'° There are, however, exceptions to this simple and logical arrangement: 
Some horoi have a single inscribed face referring to properties on both sides of the boundary line (e.g. 106 12, 
887 a and b); the inscribed Arch of Hadrian at Athens (JG 112, 5185), itself a boundary stone of sorts, implies 
a familiarity with opisthographic horoi on which each inscription refers to the land on its side of the boun- 
dary.'® In the realm of rupestral horoi, the inscriptions are usually cut on horizontal stretches of rock when 
available, but the orientation of texts to properties is less conclusive than with stelai. On the west slope of Mt. 
Hymettos above Kaisariani is an exceptional group of four simple rock-cut horoi (OPO), three equidistant 
from one another in a line, and the fourth at a right angle from the line at the same distance.'’ As one follows 
the line and turn of these inscriptions in a clockwise direction, one reads all four texts right side up and at 
right angles to the apparent boundary lines. Also noteworthy is the line of six rock-cut horoi which appar- 
ently demarked Coastal and Inland Lamptrai. The texts are in a line roughly from east to west with the 
bottoms of the letters toward the south, and thus would be read right side up by one facing the boundary line 
from the coastal side.'® ‘These cases are obviously not enough to yield clear patterns in the arrangement of 
rupestral boundary inscriptions, but more thorough and systematic field study than is pertinent to this 
volume would undoubtedly produce more satisfactory conclusions. 


HOROI OF SANCTUARIES 


The ancient Athenians, having nothing like our notion of separation of church and state, thought of their 
Agora as a religious domain as well as a political one. It is not surprising then that in the Agora inventory, as 


The Grammar of Attic Inscriptions I, Berlin 1980, p. 55); 12, 863 is printed as boustrophedon, but the two lines are really distinct 
inscriptions. 

'! The stippled bands of the Kerameikos horoi (see H31, description; also Travlos, PDA, fig. 415) are exceptional, as is the relief 
of ivy on a horos of Zeus Enchorios from the Roman Imperial age (SEG XVIII, 62). 

'2 J. 5. Traill, “An Interpretation of Six Rock-cut Inscriptions in the Attic Demes of Lamptrai,” Hesperia, Suppl. XIX 
(pp. 162-171), pp. 162-169 and pl. 21. 

13 Guarducci, II, p. 437; M. N. Tod, “Letter-Labels in Greek Inscriptions,” BSA 49, 1954 (pp. 1-8), p. 1. 

4A. Brueckner, «’Avacxagat Kepapetxod», Πρακτικά 1910 (pp. 101-111), pp. 102-104; D. Ohly, “Kerameikos-Grabung 
Tatigkeitsbericht 1956-1961,” AA (41 80) 1965 (pp. 277-376), pp. 327-328. 

15 See below, p. 9 for similar arrangements around small shrines in the Agora; for the problems of interpreting the horoi in situ of 
the Agora and of the Kerameikos, see below, pp. 10-13. 

'¢ See Strabo, 3.55 and Plutarch, Theseus 25.4 for the legend of a horos of this type on the Isthmus of Corinth demarking the 
Peloponnese and “Ionia”. 

17 See J. Ober, “Rock-cut Inscriptions from Mt. Hymettos,” Hesperia 50, 1981 (pp. 67-77), pp. 73-77, pl. 28; cf. G. R. Stanton, 
“Some Attic Inscriptions,” BSA 79, 1984 (pp. 289-306), pp. 301-303. 

18 Traill (footnote 12 above), doc. cit.; for other multiple rupestral horoi, see Eliot, Coastal Demes, pp. 56, 63-64, fig. 5 (p. 57); cf. 
Lauter, p. 301, note 12; M. K. Langdon, “The Attic Tituli Memoriales,” GRBS 24, 1983 (pp. 67-70), pp. 68-69, pl. 2:A, B; Traill, 
Demos and Tnittys, pp. 116-122; Stanton, of. cit., pp. 298-306. 
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in that of the Attic Corpus, the horoi of sacred precincts comprise the largest class of public property 
markers.'’ This is not to say, however, that all the sacral horoi catalogued below once stood in the Agora or 
that the Agora did not have many more markers of shrines than can now be verified. Of the 25 sacral horoi 
treated here, four (H7, H8 [zn stu], H11, H14) marked precincts within or close by the Agora; five (H2 [in 
situ], H5, H13, H18, H21) come from identified shrines at various distances from the Agora, and three 
others (H3, H4, H6) are probably of similar origin; the horos of a clan sanctuary (H20), one of a phratry 
shrine (H131), and two of a large clan temenos (H23, H24) stood at locations, now unknown, beyond the 
Agora; the remaining nine (H1, H9, H10, H12, Hi5-H17, H19, H22) are from sanctuaries of unknown 
location. Only three (H4, H9, H10) were found at Hellenistic levels and two (H19, H20) in Roman strata. 
Except for these five and the two found zn sztu, all the sacral horoi were discovered in late contexts. 

Of the dislocated horoi, three (H7, H11, H14) are from the major precincts of Zeus Eleutherios, Apollo 
Patroés, and the Metroén, respectively, all identified with extant foundations along the west side of the Agora. 
Zeus probably got his epithet upon the liberation of Athens from the Persians, but the site of his cult below the 
Kolonos Agoraios had a modest shrine that antedated the Persian invasion. On the basis of its three-barred 
sigma, the horos of Zeus (H7) is dated about the mid-5th century, but his Stoa was not constructed until 
sometime during the Peloponnesian War.*° The horos, therefore, would have been first employed after the 
Peace of Kallias to delimit the precinct after it had been cleared of industries that had squatted there in 
the decades after Xerxes’ retreat. At some time this stone was trimmed as if to fit a wall, possibly that of the 
Stoa itself or an old altar on the east side of the sanctuary.”! 

Although the horos of Apollo Patroés (H11) is dated from its letter forms to the beginning of the 4th 
century, a successor to the ruined Archaic temple of this god on the west flank of the Agora was not built 
until about 330 B.c.** This stone, like that of Zeus Eleutherios, must have served in the intervening years to 
mark the precinct in some open form after it had been cleared of the Persian rubble. The epithet Patroés 
reflects the civil and religious character of this cult, to which devotion, in either the Agora shrine or that of 
one’s phratria, was a sign of eligibility for citizenship and public office.”? 

The horos of the Metroén (H14), dated about 400-350 B.c., is crudely lettered for an important public 
marker, but the relative proximity of its finding place to the famous Metro6n”‘ just south of the precinct of 
Apollo Patroés prompts assignment to that temenos rather than to another of the Mother Goddess.?> The 
horos antedates by at least two centuries the large Hellenistic Metroén, but that building was preceded on 
the site by an Archaic temple of the Mother, which Xerxes destroyed, and by the Old Bouleuterion of the 
early 5th century, which the Athenians restored after the Persian evacuation. It must be to the latter building 
that mid-4th-century orators refer when they speak of the Metroén as a depository of documents.?* About 
this time the horos would have been fashioned to mark either a shrine of the Mother inside the Old Bouleu- 
terion or the entire temenos, including the open space to the north left vacant by the destruction of the 
Archaic temple. Whether the horos stayed in place until the 2nd century and then continued to serve the Me- 
tro6n in its latest form is uncertain. Since this new building covered virtually all the original temenos, it may 
have had no need of boundary stones. 


'’ The Athenians would have thought odd the division of sacral and civil horoi, but I have followed this modern convention. I have 
not, however, distinguished public sanctuaries from private (clan temene, for example, and their horoi [H20, H23, H24)). 

20 Agora XIV, pp. 96-103 and pls. 4 and 5; the Stoa may have housed a law court and administration offices (p. 102 and note 107), 
including that of the nine archons (N. Robertson, “The Headquarters of the Nine Archons in the Athenian Agora” [abstract of paper 
given at the General Meetings of the Archaeological Institute of America, 1983], 4.4 88, 1984, p. 257). 

21 See Agora XIV, p. 96 and note 78. 

22 Agora XIV, pp. 136-139 and pls. 4-6. For a recent extensive argument against the existence of an Archaic temple of Apol- 
lo Patroés on this site and in favor of dissociation of the horos from the site, see C. W. Hedrick, Jr., “he Temple and Cult of Apollo 
Patrods in Athens,” A/A 92, 1988 (pp. 185-210), pp. 185-191, 194. 

25 Agora III, pp. 50-51, nos. 107 and 109. 

*4 Agora XIV, pp. 29-38 and pls. 4-7. 

25 F.g., that on the Hill of the Muses, marked by the rupestral horos, ἱερὸν Μητρός; see A. N. Skias, «᾿Αθηναϊκαὶ ἐπιγραφαὶ ἐπὶ 
βράχου», "Ed ’Apyx 1899 (pp. 238-239), p. 239. 

26 See Agora XIV, p. 35 and note 64. 
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The small shrines of lesser deities and heroes would have had particular need of the security which 
boundary stones could provide in an area like the Agora, where space was at a premium. In fact, some of 
these heroa, which were originally constructed in association with Mycenaean and Geometric tombs and 
were, in some cases, elaborated in a religious reawakening after the Great Plague of 430 B.c.,?’ had a partic- 
ularly generous allotment of horoi. Just southwest of the Agora, a small three-sided hieron of the late 5th 
century was discovered with one horos (H8) in place and cuttings which are probably the beddings for two 
others.28 A rectangular shrine of similar size and age near the center of the Agora Square had at least two, 
and probably four, horoi, as we may judge from the stele beddings at its surviving corners.”’ This liberal use 
of boundary stones may well be related to the vulnerability of the shrines. The triangular hieron stood at one 
of the busiest intersections of the ancient city.*° Its rectangular counterpart must have encountered stress 
from the political and commercial activities in the open square, particularly in its early phase when horoi 
guarded the sacred plot without benefit of walls.*' But as the investigations of these two shrines indicate, 
neither the numbers nor the sanctity of horoi were proof against war, urban renewal, or the decline of piety. 
During the Peloponnesian War, when the rural population of Attica crowded into the city and settled in and 
around accessible sanctuaries (Thucydides, 2.16.2-17), the triangular hieron fell into neglect, and within a 
short time much of its walls and the horos at the northeast corner were buried in debris.*? The rectangular 
hero6n in the Agora Square was ruined, and its boundary stones were destroyed or scattered by the construc- 
tion of the Middle Stoa about 180 B.c., but, except for a revival near the end of the 3rd century,” this shrine, 
like many others of its type, was in disuse long before its final ruin. Such decline in devotion to heroes in the 
Hellenistic age is evident in the scarcity of votive offerings from that period, in the number of sacral ho- 
roi that were dislocated by Hellenistic or Roman times, and in the rarity, after the 4th century B.c., of new 
horoi which would be evidence of the continuing establishment or revival of minor cults. 

Horoi with inscriptions as brief as ὅρος (H2), τὸ htepo (H8), and ὅρος ἱερὸ (H12, H17, H22) are vexing 
to archaeologists, particularly when, as in the cases of ΗΖ and Ηβ, the stones are found in situ at precincts 
which offer no clue to the identities of their gods or heroes. Athenians may usually have known by name the 
beings honored by these cryptic horoi, just as they may have known the specific cult or epithet of Zeus at a 
shrine marked simply hopos Atos (e.g. JG I?, 863). The archaeological evidence, however, is rarely suffi- 
cient to allow us to link anonymous horoi with shrines known by name from literary or epigraphic sources. ** 
It is plausible that some of the small unidentified sanctuaries with their horoi, as well as some dedications 
inscribed simply τῷ ἥρῳ, were intended to honor heroized dead who were not known by name.*> A circum- 
stantial argument for such anonymous heroizing can be made in the case of the early phase of a sacred 
precinct in the southwest area of the Agora. This hieron has been tentatively identified as belonging to a 
Hero Strategos, who 15 the subject of a dedicatory inscription of about 200 B.c.** and a provision for sacrifice 
in a decree of the 1st century B.c. (JG 112, 1035, line 53). The former inscription is the earliest evidence of 


27 Agora XIV, pp. 119-121. 

28 G. V. Lalonde, “A Fifth Century Hieron Southwest of the Athenian Agora,” Hesperia 37, 1968 (pp. 123-133), pp. 123-126, 
figs. 1 and 2. 

29 G. V. Lalonde, “A Hero Shrine in the Athenian Agora,” Hesperia 49, 1980 (pp. 97-105), p. 101, pl. 16. 

°° On the Tritopatreion and its horoi at a similar intersection in the Kerameikos, see footnote 14 above, p. 7; Travlos, PDA, p. 302 
and figs. 394 and 395. 

31 Lalonde (footnote 29 above), pp. 100-101 and note 10. 

32 Lalonde (footnote 28 above), p. 132. 

33 Lalonde (footnote 29 above), pp. 101-105. 

δ. Judeich (Topographie’, pp. 387 and 388 and table 1, coordinates G-7) and Travlos (PDA, pp. 332-334 and fig. 435) identify 
the shrine of Kodros that is featured in JG 1", 84 with a precinct located southeast of the Akropolis and marked by a 5th-century 
boundary stone inscribed Πόρος τὸ htepo; R. E. Wycherley (“Neleion,” BSA 55, 1960, pp. 60-66) and G. T. W. Hooker (“The 
Topography of the Frogs,” JHS 80, 1960 [pp. 112-117], pp. 115-116), however, put the shrine of Kodros farther away, beyond the 
city walls; cf. J. P. Barron, “The Fifth-century Horo: of Aigina,” J/HS 103, 1983, pp. 1-12, for horoi of the 5th-century temenos of 
Apollo and Poseidon on Aigina, which were first inscribed simply μόρος τεμένος and only later had the names of the gods added, 
apparently to differentiate their precinct from a new one of Athena near by. 

ὅ5 See S. I. Rotroff, “An Anonymous Hero in the Athenian Agora,” Hesperia 47, 1978 (pp. 196-209), pp. 204-205. 

°° B. Ὁ. Meritt, “Greek Inscriptions,” Hesperia 15, 1946 (pp. 169-253), p. 221, no. 48; cf. idem, “Greek Inscriptions,” Hesperia 
29, 1960 (pp. 1-77), p. 56, no. 80. 
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this hero, but the reservation as sacred ground of the area between the Tholos and the putative Strategeion is 
very early and is probably to be associated with a large family burial plot of the 8th and 7th centuries which 
lay beneath.*’ If, as its location suggests, this sanctuary was that of the Hero Strategos, its early history was 
very likely that of worship of the anonymous dead of the place, and only much later did it acquire its imag- 
inary hero by association with the adjacent Strategeion. 


HOROI OF CIVIL ESTABLISHMENTS 


The most extensive Athenian civil “precinct” was, of course, the polis itself, and, although no horoi of Attica 
have been found, they are alluded to at least once in literary tradition (Plutarch, Aristeides 11.3-8). Whether 
the Attic demes had official geographic boundaries has long been a matter of controversy, but growing 
evidence and arguments favor an affirmative conclusion.** Although it is not clear that the demes were 
customarily delimited by inscribed horoi, there is mounting evidence that their boundaries were system- 
atically marked. City walls, streets, and precincts such as the Akropolis and Agora may have served to demark 
the urban demes, while in the countryside natural landmarks, cairns, and roads would have supplemented 
inscribed rupestral horoi of the sort that have turned up in fair numbers at locations that are logically deme 
boundaries.*? Apart from these larger political divisions, Athens and Peiraieus have yielded a number of 
examples of horoi of public properties which were rather more secular than religious in character: 
Mounychia (JG 12, 894), the asty (JG I’, 893), public springs (10 I?, 874, 875), the Pnyx (JG 12, 882), clubs or 
meeting halls (JG I*, 888; II*, 2620), public anchorages (JG 12, 889, 890), the mercantile exchange (JG 12, 887 
a and b), a path around the Akropolis (/G 112, 2639),*° and a defensive moat outside the Themistoclean 
Wall.*! Of the seven horos inscriptions of this sort unearthed in the Agora excavations, one found its way 
there from the Peiraieus (see H29 and commentary), and the others are remnants of systems of horoi of the 
Agora itself and of the Kerameikos. The boundaries and boundary stones of these two precincts have had 
considerable treatment elsewhere*? and warrant discussion here only as regards some continuing questions. 
Of the three related horoi of the Agora which can be dated to about 500 B.c., two (H25, H26) were 
found zn sttu facing east on the west side and near the south end of an ancient road which bordered the open 
square of the Agora on its west flank.‘ These markers had the objective, which we see in the cases of other 
agoras in Attica,** of protecting the chief civil quarter from encroachment and defilement, but, as the exca- 
vators have noted, Athens particularly needed to specify the limits of its Agora, because by legal atimza 
accused homicides and certain convicted criminals were excluded from [1.55 M. H. Hansen makes a good 
case that legal αἰϊηιῖα, in the sense of deprival of citizen rights as opposed to the broader and earlier “out- 
lawry”, was invented in connection with the overthrow of Hippias and the birth of radical democracy in 
Athens.** The horoi of the Agora are certainly compatible with a Kleisthenic date, and they have an added 
significance if their placement can be associated not only with the renovation of the Agora to accommodate 


>” See Hesperia, Suppl. I; Agora VIII, p. 111. 

38 Cf. W. E. Thompson, “The Deme in Kleisthenes’ Reforms,” SymbOs/ 46, 1971, pp. 72-79; Lauter, passim; M. K. Langdon, 
“The Territorial Basis of the Attic Demes,” SymbOs/ 60, 1985, pp. 5-15. 

39 The only likely horos of a deme in the city region of Athens-Peiraieus seems to be JG 12, 2622; for both urban and rural deme 
boundaries and boundary stones, see Langdon, op. cit., p. 10; Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 116-122; cf. Stanton (footnote 17 above, 
p. 7), pp. 298-301. 

40 The horoi of roads are probably public installations for the most part, but because of their number and peculiarity I will treat 
them as a separate class in the following section. 

41 See Travlos, PDA, pp. 158, 301, figs. 229 and 602; see also JG II?, 2495. 

42 E.g., Agora XIV, pp. 117-119, pls. 4, 64:a, b; Agora III, pp. 221-224; Travlos, PDA (Agora), pp. 3, 5, figs. 5, 20-22 and 
(Kerameikos) pp. 5, 300, figs. 34, 102, 415, 416, 602. 

43 For the road, see Agora XIV, p. 17 and note 54. The third Agora horos (H27) of this series was found displaced; for the un- 
lettered fragment of a fourth stele, see the commentary on H25. H28 is markedly later than this group and possibly not a horos of the 
Agora. 

44 See 76 II*, 380 (Peiraieus) and 1180 (Sounion). 

45 See Agora XIV, p. 118; for the latest thorough discussion of atimia, see Hansen, Apagoge, pp. 54-98. 

46 Hansen, Apagoge, pp. 79-80 and note 27. 
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Kleisthenes’ constitution but also with the legal innovation by which atimoi were excluded from that polit- 
ical precinct. 

With only two horoi in situ, it is difficult to speak with any confidence about the official limits of the 
Agora, or even its relation to these two markers. The discovery of H26 nullified the common view that H25 
marked the southwest corner of the Agora but allowed the slightly variant opinion that both stones stood at 
the southwest entrances to an Agora consisting of the open square to the east. As a place of public gatherings, 
particularly for the ostrakophoriai,*” this open space was doubtless part of the Agora. If it were the full 
extent of the Agora, however, the two horoi in situ would have served their purposes better by standing on 
the east side of the road and facing outward from the open square. Furthermore, the mainly political mean- 
ing of “agora” in its early use and the strongly legal and political character of atzmia give considerable 
support to those who now tentatively or definitely include in the Agora the important civil and religious es- 
tablishments from the Tholos northward on the west side of the road below Kolonos Agoraios.*® This 
composite Agora of open square and adjacent buildings still leaves unanswered the question of a western 
boundary. Some testimonia put the Kolonos itself in the Agora,*® but they are late and suspect, at least in 
regard to the Archaic and Classical periods. 

I will conclude discussion of the horoi of the Agora with another tentative explanation of the location 
and orientation of H25 and H26 in relation to an Agora which included both open square and buildings 
along the west side of the north-south road. Whether the two stones zn sztu were entrance markers or part of 
a line of horoi along the road, it is plausible that the road itself was neutral ground and not part of the Agora 
surrounding it. This thoroughfare linking important junctions southwest and northwest of the Agora would 
then have interrupted the official precinct but been accessible to all, even atzmoz. The exclusion of roads from 
civil and religious precincts and their service as boundaries of such precincts is evident in other Athenian 
horoi (JG 12, 887 a and b, 892-895; 112, 2630). If there were not originally horoi along each side of the 
north-south Agora road, a line of horoi on just one side, or at entry points to the road, may have been under- 
stood to delimit the ground both east and west.°° This may have been the case also with the Kerameikos horoi 
which lined the left side of the road leading from the Dipylon to the Academy, but, as will become evident in 
the following paragraphs, the meaning of those markers is also much debated. 

The first horos of the Kerameikos catalogued by Agora archaeologists is a stele of the early 4th cen- 
tury B.c. (H30), discovered in situ just northwest of the Agora and facing north on the road leading to the 
Dipylon. The second, from a modern context, is a fragment of one of a series of vertically inscribed stelai of 
the mid-4th century, of which another was found displaced and three others are zn situ outside the Dipylon 
on the southwest side of the road leading to the Academy (see H31 and commentary). On the basis of the 
position of these last three horoi, A. Brueckner and some later scholars have suggested that Kerameikos here 
refers to the adjacent road.°' Two other facts have been seen as lending credence to this theory. First, the 
stelai are inscribed opisthographically (nevertheless, the outer two were set up against tombs and thus were 
legible only from the roadway).°? Second, there is 1π situ on the north side of the Dipylon a bedding block 


17) The stratigraphy around horoi H25 and H26 showed that they were visible through the 5th and 4th centuries respectively. 

48 See Agora XIV, p. 25; R. E. Wycherley, “The Market of Athens: Topography and Monuments,” GaR, 2nd ser., 3, 1956 
(pp. 2-23), p. 3; idem, How the Greeks Built Cities, 2nd ed., London 1962, p. 52; R. Martin, “Les édifices de la bordure occidentale 
de l’agora d’Athénes,” BCH 66-67, 1942-1943 (pp. 348-359), p. 357. 

49 Pollux, 7.132-133; Harpokration, s.v. KoAwveras; cf. Agora III, pp. 90-91, no. 248 and index, s.v. Kolonos Agoraios. 

°° Although H25 and H26 are a small sample, their respective use of orthograde and retrograde texts, which at first thought seems 
to be merely scribal inconsistency, may exemplify Wilhelm’s well-accepted theory (Beitrage, pp. 31 and 306; cf. Raubitschek, Dedi- 
cations, p. 444) that some late Archaic inscriptions were carved retrograde to be more easily read by persons who approached them 
from the right. Since the reverse would also be true, an alternation of the direction of lettering from stone to stone would have fa- 
cilitated reading by passersby in both directions along the road. 

>! See A. Brueckner, “Neue Funde am Kerameikos,” AA (/dJ 29) 1914 (pp. 91-95), p. 91; Ohly (footnote 14 above, p. 7), p. 299; 
Travlos, PDA, p. 300. On the subject of the Kerameikos horoi I have profited much from discussions with Judith P. Binder and from 
her knowledge of the bibliography; responsibility for error is, of course, my own. 

>2 By the late 4th century these stones were buried by an addition to the city’s fortifications, which accounts for their preservation 
and the exceptional sharpness of their lettering; see K. Gebauer, “Ausgrabungen im Kerameikos,” AA ( 4] 55) 1940 (pp. 308-362), 
pp. 344-362 and AA (JdI 57) 1942 (pp. 200-258), pp. 206-220; Ohly (footnote 14 above, p. 7), pp. 303-306. 
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containing the stump of a marble stele which approximates in its horizontal dimensions those on the opposite 
side of the road.>> Against the interpretation of the ὅροι Κεραμεικοῦ as markers of the road are two argu- 
ments ex silentio, but cogent. First, all verifiable horoi of roads use the word 630s. Second, and more com- 
pelling, is the fact that many ancient sources refer to the Kerameikos as a district but none uses the name 
unequivocally of a road. The width of this thoroughfare beyond the Dipylon looks less like that of a normal 
road than of a ceremonial dromos which might have been used for funerals and festival events.°* Still, this is 
not strong evidence that this wa lata, as Livy (31.24) called the road beyond the Dipylon, is what the horoi 
mean by the Kerameikos. 

Some ancient commentators®> speak of a deme Kerameikos, and a few modern scholars have assumed 
that the Kerameikos horoi refer to such a deme.** Although the Kerameikos may have been popularly con- 
fused with the deme Kerameis, most scholars now agree on good evidence that only the latter was a deme.>*’ 
The Kerameikos or “Potters’ Quarter” existed long before the Kleisthenic reforms, and the name of Kera- 
meis, like that of many other demes, would have been derived from its locale.°? From the extant evidence one 
cannot determine whether the deme was coextensive with the district, lay within it, or overlapped it. The 
quality of the horoi, their prominent location, and the mention of the Kerameikos in at least one decree sug- 
gest an official region®? rather than simply a popularly named quarter of the city, but here again there is no 
certainty. 

The Kerameikos horoi offer no clues as to how far the Kerameikos district extended laterally from the 
road. Southward, the so-called Street of the Tombs near the Sacred Way was probably part of the cemetery 
with which the Kerameikos was often equated, and the area of Skiron on the Eleusis road, with its prostitu- 
tion and gambling, may have contributed to the Kerameikos’ reputation for porneza.®° If the quarter ex- 
tended also north of the Dipylon road, a logical limit might have been the road to Kolonos Hippios, which 
exited the Themistoclean Wall at the Eriai Gate. The extent of the Kerameikos along the horos-lined road 15 
a slightly more profitable quest. The boundary stone inside the Dipylon (H30) shows that the district over- 
lapped the Themistoclean Wall and explains the ancient references to “two Kerameikoi”, which modern 
writers sometimes call Inner and Outer Kerameikos. Some sources, especially of late antiquity, include the 
Agora in the Kerameikos, but Thucydides implies that its easterly extent was short of the Agora when he 
says (6.57.1-3) that Hippias was “outside in what is called the Kerameikos” and that the tyrannicides 
“rushed at once within the gates, and meeting Hipparchos by the so-called Leokorion,°' they immediately 
fell upon him.” Presumably the Archaic city wall and its gate were closer to the Agora than to the later Dipy- 
lon. This wall probably defined the inner limits of the Archaic Kerameikos, and, with its demise, the name 
became less precise and was eventually extended to include the Agora. Outward from the Dipylon, the 
Kerameikos most likely extended along the one and a half kilometers to the Academy.** Archaeologists have 


53 See 5. Koumanoudes, Πρακτικά 1874, pp. 15-16; Ohly (footnote 14 above, p. 7), p. 311; Travlos, PDA, p. 300. 

54 See 76 II?, 334, line 25 (restored). It may not be coincidental that the narrowing of this road and the burying of the horoi and 
adjacent tombs (see footnote 53 above) occurred about the time of the sumptuary laws of Demetrios of Phaleron (317/6 B.c.); while 
defense may have been the primary reason for these drastic renovations, the climate of the sumptuary laws may have facilitated them. 

55 E.g. scholia to Aristophanes, Birds 395. 

56 F.g., A. Milchhéfer, Untersuchungen iiber die Demenordnung des Kleisthenes, Berlin 1892, p. 23; Lauter, p. 300 and note 5; 
Judeich, Topographie’, pp. 167-168. 

57 See IG 12, 883: [Κερ]αμέον [{τρ]ιττύς (for the defense of this restoration, see Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 97-98); 12, 2362, 
line 58; Harpokration, s.v. Kepapets; B. Ὁ. Meritt, “Greek Inscriptions,” Hesperia 9, 1940 (pp. 53-96), p. 53. The deme Oion 
Kerameikon was probably near Kerameis, but it is unlikely that it went by the name Kerameikos; see Traill, Hesperia, Suppl. XIV, 
p. 44 and note 17. 

58 See Judeich, Topographie’, p. 175. 

59 See IG 112, 968, line 14; cf. ibid., 334, line 25. Compare the κῶμαι into which Athens was divided for administrative and 
defensive purposes: Judeich, Topographie’, p. 175 and note 2. 

60 See Agora III, pp. 222-223. 

61 H. A. Thompson (Agora XIV, pp. 121-123) asserts that a small hero shrine unearthed in 1971 just north of the Agora Square 
is a likely candidate for the Leokorion; cf. T. L. Shear, Jr., “The Athenian Agora: Excavations of 1971,” Hesperia 42, 1973 
(pp. 121-179), pp. 126-130; idem, “The Athenian Agora: Excavations of 1972,” Hesperia 42, 1973 (pp. 359-407), pp. 360-369. 

62 The only testimonia which put the Academy in the Kerameikos are late and dubious: e.g., Hesychios, 5.0. ᾿Ακαδημία; Stephanos 
of Byzantium, s.v. ᾿Εκαδημεία. 
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had only sporadic glimpses of the northwesterly road beyond the excavations of the German Archaeological 
Institute around the Dipylon, and no further horoi have been found zn situ. Nevertheless, one of the stones in 
this series was discovered in 1955 lying loose beneath Alexandria Street, about 200 meters from the entrance 
to the Academy (see commentary on H31). It is likely that this was one of the outermost of a line of roadside 
horoi marking the extent of the Kerameikos from the Dipylon to the Academy. 


HOROI OF ROADS 


Excavations in the Athenian Agora have yielded four of the twenty or so extant road horoi from Athens, 
Peiraieus, and Eleusis. As all but two of the total have been displaced from their original locations, it is 
impossible to estimate with any confidence the volume and distribution of this type. It is probable, however, 
that the Agora and its environs, as the hub of many important roads, had a considerable number of these 
markers during the Classical and Hellenistic periods. ‘The texts of road horoi fall roughly into two groups, 
those with the words ὅρος ὁδοῦ alone in one order or the other, and those which identify the road by name, 
destination, particular use, or reference to the property which it bounded. 

The usually fine craftsmanship of road horoi and the fact that roads were chiefly public property make 
it likely that most of these markers were erected by the state. The ten Astynomoi, as overseers of public 
boundaries in Athens and Peiraieus, had among their duties the protection of streets from obstruction by 
buildings, balconies, open drains, doors, and windows (Ath. Pol. 50.2). To these ends, boundary stones, 
including the simple ὅρος ὁδοῦ (H32, H35),°> would have marked the legitimate expanse of roads at busy 
and vulnerable points. Like other horoi at the sides of roads they would also have served to deter the en- 
croachment of roads upon public precincts, a problem already noted in the cases of small shrines in areas of 
heavy traffic.°* This dual role of demarking roads and adjacent property is evident in the texts of several 5th- 
century markers from the Peiraieus which have been associated with the planning of that region by Hippo- 
damos of Miletos.°> The double duty indicated by the texts of two companion stelai (JG 12, 887 a and b: 
ἐμπορίο καὶ hode Πόρος) is proved by the discovery of the first of them in situ just southeast of the Kantharos 
harbor beside a road bordering the merchants’ exchange.°° Although we have no boundary stones of the city- 
demes, streets and roads may have served as their borders,°’ as we know they did for other divisions and 
properties of the city. The Peiraieus district again provides examples in the form of scattered 5th-century 
horoi with texts indicating that they stood at the edges of roads and delimited, respectively, the naval har- 
bor,°® the asty,°? Mounychia,’° and one unidentifiable precinct.’’ Among the elaborate horoi of roads are 
those which not only served as boundary stones but also had an informative function like that of modern road 
signs. Three extant stelai with the message “Horos of the road to Eleusis”’? exemplify the special attention 
given to highways which were important for their traffic, destination, and use as processional routes. Wide 


6370 12, 877, 878, 902; 112, 2625, 2626. 

64 See p. 9 and footnotes 30-33 above. 

65 Most recently by A. Burns, “Hippodamus and the Planned City,” Historia 25, 1976, pp. 414-428, esp. 417-418; the words 
νενέμεται and νέμεσις in IG 12, 893 and 894 are particularly congenial to this association in the light of Burns’s demonstration that 
Hippodamos’ invention was not the grid plan but the planned allocation of areas of the city for specific needs; cf. Aristotle, Politics 
1267b; Photios, s.v. ᾿Ιπποδάμου νέμεσις. 

66 Judeich, Topographie?, pp. 446-447 and plan III; Ὁ. K. Hill, “Some Boundary Stones from the Piraeus,” 44 36, 1932 
(pp. 254-259), pp. 256-257; it was probably these horoi that Demosthenes (35.28) referred to as σημεῖα τοῦ ἐμπορίου. 

67 R. 5. Young, “An Industrial District of Ancient Athens,” Hesperia 20, 1951 (pp. 135-228), pp. 140-143; see also Langdon 
(footnote 38 above, p. 10), pp. 11-13. 

68 1G 12, 892; a duplicate of this horos was found in a modern house wall near the Akropolis; see Hill (footnote 66 above), pp. 254-- 
255, figs. 1 and 2; Judeich (Topographie?, p. 431) linked this pair with JG 12, 887 a and Ὁ and the emporium of Kantharos harbor, 
but Hill is probably right in assigning them to an ancient street running from west of Zea northeastward to the propylon. 

°° IG 12, 893; the provenience of this inscription and the fact that it shares the formula peculiar to Peiraieus horoi puts this asty in 
the harbor region (Curtius, Stadigeschichte, p. 44) rather than the upper city ( Judeich, Topographie’, p. 430). 

7070 12, 894. 

"| IG 12, 895; tbid., 902 (Eleusis) may also have been of this class, but three lines have been erased; see also JG 112, 2630, line 4. 

72 1G 12, 881; II?, 2624; Kerameikos III, p. 19, no. 18 and pl. 5. 
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roads, particularly those used for festival parades, were sometimes called ὁδοὶ πλατεῖαι or simply πλα- 
reta.’> A late Athenian horos (JG 112, 2628: ὅρ[ος] δη[μοσίας] wAa[retas]), if correctly restored, marked 
such an avenue. A decree of 320/19 JG II?, 380) charges the Agoranomoi of the Peiraieus, who at the time 
had taken over the responsibility of the Astynomoi for boundaries and streets,’* with care of the broad streets 
used for the ritual processions of Zeus Soter and Dionysos. Of the two “road signs” found loose in the Agora 
excavations, the “Horos of the Ancestral Road” (H33) suggests a route of long-standing importance, but it 
cannot be assigned to any road known from literature or archaeology. ‘The even more solemn “Horos of the 
Sacred Road by which the Pythais journeys to Delphi” (H34) was found near the Panathenaic Way and may 
have marked that thoroughfare as the first stage of the theoria of the Pythais from the Pythion on the north- 
west slope of the Akropolis to the corresponding sanctuary at Delphi. 

Another kind of road sign, of which we have little extant archaeological evidence, is that which informed 
the public of the distances between points. For example, the 4th-century rock-cut horos marking the upper 
path around the Akropolis also notes the length of the circuit (IG II?, 2639: [r]od περιπάτο περίοδος π(έντε) 
σ(τάδια) πόδες AMIll). Similarly, a verse inscription (JG 112, 2640), not strictly a horos, tells us that the 
distance from the harbor to the Altar of the Twelve Gods is 45 stades. This altar in the Agora Square was, 
according to Herodotos (2.7.1-2), the central milestone from which the Athenians reckoned distances in the 
city, the country, and beyond. 


TRITTYS MARKERS 


Since the 1860’s, excavations and chance finds in Athens and Piraeus have yielded 15 trittys markers,’° 
which are divisible into two categories on the basis of their textual formulas. The “complex” or Δεῦρε type, 
which I shall discuss first, is represented by five inscriptions from the Agora excavations (H36, H38, H39, 
H41, H42), one from the Akropolis, and five from Peiraieus.’* Although these stones show evidence of a 
variety of letter cutters, the letter forms, especially ) and $ when they occur, date all of them to about the 
middle of the 5th century. Each of the texts began with the word δεῦρε (“here”) to mark a dividing point 
where, as it goes on to say, either a tribe and one of its trittyes end and another tribe and trittys begin, or one 
trittys ends and another of the same tribe begins.’’ 

Early in the study of the Aedpe inscriptions their formulas and limited provenience made it apparent 
that they were not boundary stones of the trittyes but markers of public stations where citizens were segre- 
gated according to tribe and trittys. If the ancient arrangement was linear, with the first stone marking the 
division of the first and second trittyes of the first tribe and the last stone marking the division of the second 
and third trittyes of the last tribe, then there was a total of 29 stones, 9 of the tribe/trittys type and each of 
these followed and preceded by 2 of the trittys type. In a circular arrangement the total would be 30. A third 
possibility neither indicated nor precluded by the evidence is a linear series of 31 stones in which an opening 
stone marked the beginning of the first tribe and its first trittys, and a closing stone marked the end of the last 
tribe and its third trittys. The order of the tribes as far as it can be reconstructed in this system differs from 
the tribal cycle that is “regular” from the early 4th century on, but since it is approximated in several other 
sources, it was possibly an earlier canonical order.’* The extant texts also indicate that the tribal stations 


73 See LSJ, s.v. πλατύς, I, 1 and II, a. 

74 See Dittenberger, Syl/.*, 313, note 6. 

75 The word ὅρος does not appear on these stones, nor do scholars classify them as horoi in the common sense of the word. Never- 
theless, since they had functions similar to those of horoi, it seems reasonable, while recognizing their peculiar character, to follow 
the iradition of the Corpus and treat them together with the horoi. 

76 Akropolis: JG 12, 885 and note (this stone can now be viewed reasonably as a stray from the Agora group); Peiraieus: JG I?, 
897-901; cf. SEG X, 388; see Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 94-95, maps 2 and 3, and p. 112. 

77 The best-preserved examples of the two variations are JG 12, 900 and 898; see Traill, Demos and Trittys, p. 92, note 1, on the 
minor variations and anomalies in these texts. 

78 A. Raubitschek, “The Gates in the Agora,” A/A 60, 1956 (pp. 279-282), pp. 280-281, note 4; Traill, Demos and Tnitys, 
pp. 111-112. 
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were, with the exception of that of Hippothontis, subdivided in an official sequence of city, inland, and coast- 
al trittyes.”° 

Not long after the Peiraieus texts came to light, scholars made the connection between them and the 
testimony of Demosthenes (14.23) that Athenian seamen were marshaled by tribe and trittys near the ship- 
sheds in the naval harbor of Zea.®° After five more Aevpe inscriptions were unearthed in the Agora exca- 
vations, Raubitschek, while accepting the theory of their use at the military parade stations, adduced further 
literary evidence to show that the markers served also at gateways where magistrates could check citizens by 
tribe and trittys as they entered enclosed areas to receive allotments of grain (in the Agora and market area of 
Peiraieus) or to cast ballots in the ostrakophoria: (in the Agora).®! Thus far, the evidence of the texts and 
their provenience leaves open the possibility that there were just two systems of trittys markers, one for each 
of the chief open areas of the upper city and the port.®? The limited chronology of the stones is harder to 
explain. The cessation of ostracism may have contributed to their demise, but their other functions must have 
continued. One may speculate either that the original sets of markers lasted for a long time, or that they were 
eventually replaced by others of less durable material such as wood. In either case, the use of such markers 
would not likely have survived the addition to the constitution of the tribes of Antigonis and Demetrias in 
307 /6 B.c., at which the trittyes lost most of their political significance.®? 

Of the trittys markers that may be called the “simple” type, only four (H37, H40; 10 I’, 883, 884) have 
thus far come to light. Each is inscribed, apparently by a different letter cutter, with the name of the collec- 
tive members of a trittys in the genitive case followed by the word τριττύς, or vice versa. This textual brevity 
and the mixing of old Attic and newer Ionic forms discourage close dating by letter forms, but the three- 
barred sigmas of H37 and 70 I’, 884 put them near the mid-5th century, while the lettering of the other two 
is datable from mid-century to as much as three decades later.** Thus, they are somewhat lacking in uni- 
formity, but their being parts of a single system is not precluded. 

When the first two simple trittys markers were found, their provenience indicated that they might be 
marshaling stones for the assembly on the Pnyx,°®° but, as they were of the city trittyes Kerameis and Lakia- 
dai, they were also interpreted as boundary stones of the actual political districts.*° ‘The Agora excavations 
subsequently produced the marker for another city trittys, Skambonidai (H37), but also one for Sphettos 
(H40), the inland trittys of Akamantis. The latter stone, therefore, either found its way to the city center 
from the Mesogeia, or it is not a boundary stone. If the trittyes customarily had boundary stones, the 
discovery of only four singletons in Athens, and even fewer and less certain candidates beyond the city,®’ 
would be surprising. The hypothesis that the simple trittys stones are from the Pnyx has recently been 


79 Raubitschek, loc. cit.; see also P. J. Bicknell, “The City and Inland Trittyes of Phyle VIII Hippothontis,” Antichthon 7, 1973, 
pp. 1-4; Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 110-111. 

80 C. Shaefer, “Die attische Trittyeneintheilung,” AM 5, 1880 (pp. 85-88), p. 85; Judeich, Topographie?, p. 440 and note 3; 
although none of the Peiraieus markers was found in situ, and even the general proveniences of two of them are unknown, two 
(UG I?, 897, 899) were found near Zea. 

81 Raubitschek (footnote 78 above, p. 14), pp. 278-280, 282; Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 112-113; it may not be coincidence 
that all the stones are thick enough to stand without the bedding required of most stelai; thus movable, they could have been stored 
and set up when and where the occasion demanded. 

82 JG 12, 885 (Akropolis) is plausibly a duplicate of 897 (Peiraieus), as is H39 of JG 12, 899. 

83 See W. K. Pritchett, The Five Tribes after Kleisthenes, Baltimore 1943, pp. 27-29, notes 56-63; Traill, Hesperia, Suppl. XIV, 
pp. 25, 64, and note 22. 

84 See K. Kourouniotes and H. A. Thompson, “The Pnyx in Athens,” Hesperia 1, 1932 (pp. 90-217), p. 105, note 2; SEG X, 370; 
Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 93-98, esp. pp. 97-98 on the restoration of JG 12, 883. 

85 Shaefer (footnote 80 above), p. 87; U. von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, Aristoteles und Athen II, Berlin 1893, pp. 166-167. 
Although none of the four stones was discovered in situ, all their finding places are reasonably compatible with an original location 
on the Pnyx: JG 12, 883 (west slope of the Areopagus); 884 (not far from the bema of the Pnyx); H37 (southeast corner of the Agora 
Square); H40 (northeast slope of the Areopagus); Traill, Demos and Trittys, p. 94, map 2, and p. 112; regarding the proveniences of 
the two in JG, cf. P. Siewert, Die Trittyen Attikas und die Heeresreform des Kleisthenes (Vestigia XX XIII), Munich 1982, p. 12 and 
note 58. 

86 Kourouniotes and Thompson (footnote 84 above), loc. cit.; cf. RE XXI, 1951, s.v. Pnyx, cols. 1114-1115 (E. Meyer). 

87 Cf. footnote 39 above, p. 10. 
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closely re-examined by Siewert,®® who concludes that they were used as markers, either of sections of the 
auditorium where citizens were seated by trittys or of gateways outside where officials, such as the συλ- 
Aoyets τοῦ δήμου attested in later sources,®° could verify the credentials of citizens before they entered the 
assembly place. ‘T'wo 5th-century allusions to the Ekklesia’? imply that seating was a matter of choice, and 
even in cheirotonia the counting of votes by seating sections does not necessarily imply division by trittys.?! 
Nevertheless, Xenophon’s account of the Demos voting by tribe at the trial of the strategoi of Arginousai 
(Hellenica 1.7.9) implies tribal seating in which subdivisions by trittys would have been plausible. Three 
stele beddings were found in the excavation of the auditorium of Period I of the Pnyx (latter half of the 5th 
century),’” and Siewert makes a good case for their compatibility with the simple trittys stones.”? 

These simple markers then, like their complex counterparts in the Agora and Peiraieus, designated 
places where citizens mustered by trittys, in this case for meetings of the Demos. Whether they were in- 
stalled inside or outside the auditorium of the Pnyx, it is evident from their dates that they were in use at 
least during Period I. Beyond that we can only speculate that they may have been saved at the time of the 
radical reconstruction of the auditorium about 400 B.c. and re-used in the following century. In any case, 
they, like the Aevpe inscriptions, would not have survived the reorganization of the constitution in 307/6. 


HOROI OF GRAVE SITES 


Although burials ceased in the immediate area of the Athenian Agora at the end of the 7th century, and from 
the late Archaic period they were largely restricted to ground outside the city walls,°* 20 funerary horoi 
(H53-H72)’° have been found scattered throughout the site. Their largely “homemade” lettering and ma- 
sonry allow only rough datings within the 5th to 3rd centuries. As the following list illustrates, the funerary 
horoi vary considerably in their basic formulas (all these variations appear in some instances with the proper 
name in the genitive, but the addition of a patronymic or demotic is rare; e.g. JG II?, 2556, 2558): 


Formula Examples 
ὅρος Tov δεῖνος Η72 

ὅρος μνήματος (μνημάτων, μνημείου) H53-H65 
ὅρος σήματος Η68-Η70 
ὅρος θήκης (θηκῶν) H71 

ὅρος χωρίου IG II*, 2593 
ὅρος χωρίου μνήματος [Ο113,2560 


ὅρος μνήματος (vel al.) + dimensions of plot H66, Η67 


Horoi seem to avoid the common word τάφος in favor of more euphemistic terms for tomb or burial site. 
Although these terms differ etymologically and connotatively, their meanings in the texts of horoi are 
markedly similar. Myjja, literally “memorial”, referred originally to the gravestone, but by the late 5th 
century the extension of this term to the entire burial plot is evident from texts which define the μνῆμα by its 
dimensions in feet (e.g., H66, H67) and from multiple horoi which surrounded a single plot (e.g., H54- 
H56). Σῆμα in its root sense referred to some visible feature of the grave, such as mound or monument, but, 


88 Siewert (footnote 85 above, p. 15), pp. 12-13. 

89 IG 112, 1257; Pollux, 8.104. 

"0 Aristophanes, Ekklestazousai 86-99; Thucydides, 6.13.1. 

1 A. Boegehold, “Toward a Study of Athenian Voting Procedure,” Hesperia 32, 1963 (pp. 366-374), p. 373. 

92 Kourouniotes and Thompson (footnote 84 above, p. 15), loc. cit.; note that JG 12, 884 was found with a limestone bedding block 
still attached. 

°3 Siewert (footnote 85 above, p. 15), pp. 12-13, note 62; Thompson (in Hesperia, Suppl. XIX, p. 136, note 16) finds this case 
persuasive. Cf. M. H. Hansen, Die athentsche Volksversammlung 1m Zeitalter des Demosthenes (Xenia XIII), Konstanz 1984, 
p. 132, note 211; he argues from the dissimilarities of the four stones that they were not common to a system on the Pnyx. Difference 
in manufacture, however, could plausibly imply something other than difference in use; each trittys, for example, might have been 
required to produce its own marker. 

°4 Cicero, ad fam. 4.12.3; D. Kurtz and J. Boardman, Greek Burial Customs, London 1971, pp. 70, 92. 

> Cf. IG I?, 903-907; 112, 2527-2595; SEG XIX, 34; XXI, 655; XXV, 203; XXVI, 228, 229; Kerametkos III, nos. 13-17. 
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as these features also were evocative of memories of the dead, and as this term too was used on multiple horoi 
around a single plot (e.g., H68, H69), its meaning in this context was not significantly different from that of 
μνῆμα. The famed public burial site of heroic Athenian war dead was called either ro δημόσιον σῆμα (Thu- 
cydides, 2.34.5, 8) or simply τὸ μνῆμα (Lysias, Epitaphios 2.63; Plato, Menexenos 242C).°* Horos texts 
likewise extend the term θήκη, technically a receptacle or urn, to signify the grave site or, in the plural, a 
group of related graves. Finally, the simple inscription ὅρος χωρίου, which in itself could mark land of any 
kind, clearly became a funerary horos by location at a grave site (e.g. JG II*, 2593). And yet χωρίον, with its 
basic meaning of “ground”, is not redundant in the formula ὅρος χωρίου μνήματος (IG 112, 2560). 

The archaeologist sometimes faces another ambiguity in horoi with the formula ὅρος τοῦ δεῖνος or the 
proper name alone in the genitive case. Without contextual evidence, such an inscription is as plausibly 
the marker of any real property as that of a grave site, and, if the name is that of a god or hero, it would refer 
to a shrine. For a case in point, the meaning of μόρος πελίκης (H72) was disputed until it was determined 
that Fauvel had found the stone while excavating a cemetery beyond the Acharnai Gate and that therefore it 
was the funerary horos of a mortal woman, Helike.®’ Conversely, two rupestral inscriptions classified in the 
Corpus UG II?, 13246, 13247) as tetuli memoriales have recently been identified from the evidence of im- 
proved readings (’Avrioyns and ὅρος Λαοδίκης) and their topography as private-property horoi in which a 
term such as χωρίου is to be understood.?* 

The great majority of extant horoi of burial sites are singletons. Since proper protection of a site pre- 
supposes the marking of its full dimensions, we may assume that these stones are either parts of lost multiple 
sets or single markers of sites otherwise defined, for example by walls or platforms.®? As mentioned above, 
the use of multiple horoi around burial plots is evident in the Agora inventory of three stones (H54-H56) 
that are clearly a set and of two of the three extant horoi of Onesimos (H68, H69). Athenians also delimited 
burial sites by means of horoi inscribed with the dimensions of two adjacent sides (e.g., H66, H67).'°° The 
areas known from these sorts of inscriptions vary from 9 by 10 feet (H67) to 30 by 25 feet (7G IT’, 2563). In 
order to indicate exact location, such stones would have to be employed in threes at plots on open ground and 
in pairs at plots beside roads; the latter case is exemplified by two identical horoi discovered in situ adjacent 
to ancient Peiraieus Street in the Kerameikos.!°! 

Although funerary horoi are usually distinguished from regular gravestones by the delimiting or mark- 
ing function implied in the term ὅρος, the two types of inscriptions were probably used interchangeably to 
some extent. Gravestones were intended primarily to memorialize the deceased by naming them, by dis- 
playing sculpture of a decorative, and sometimes biographical, nature, and by locating, but not necessarily 
delimiting, the tomb. It follows that plots bounded by horoi, especially those without proper names, must 
ordinarily have had gravestones also. It is also possible, although not demonstrable, that horoi in some cases 
served in lieu of any registry of cemetery properties as temporary markers before all the burials took place 
and the site was elaborated with regular monuments; the relatively poor quality of the stone, stonework, and 
lettering of funerary horoi may in part reflect such interim use. Yet horoi with proper names, such as those 
of Onesimos, could well have served double duty as boundary stones and memorials. !° Like all horoi, those of 
grave sites implied sanctions against intruders by virtue of their sacral and legal character, but at least one 


"6 Cf. F. Eichler, “Lua und μνῆμα in alteren griechischen Grabinschriften,” AM 39, 1914, pp. 138-143. 

"ΤῈ. Vanderpool, “Some Attic Inscriptions,” Hesperia 35, 1966 (pp. 274-283), pp. 276-277; cf. IG 12, 907 (hopos Χσανθίο 
retrograde), which some have taken to be a marker of simple private property (E. S. Roberts and E. A. Gardner, An Introduction to 
Greek Epigraphy 11, Cambridge 1905, p. 491, no. 336; Lauter, pp. 300-301 and note 10) but which Vanderpool (p. 277) considers 
to be a funerary horos because of its finding place near a cemetery in the northeast suburb of the ancient city. 

"8 Langdon (footnote 18 above, p. 7), loc. cit.; the two names ring of Seleucid influence and even suggest to me the possibility of a 
cult precinct. Cf. also JG 112, 2525 (Ζήνωνος ὅρος) and 2526 (ὅρος II---), which the Corpus places ambiguously between the 
mixed group of simple “horos” inscriptions and the clearly funerary horoi; although it can no longer be found, the location of JG II?, 
2525 (“On the rocks near Karies”) apparently has prompted its classification as a horos of private property (Lauter, p. 300, note 3; 
Ober [footnote 17 above, p. 7], p. 76). 

59 See Kurtz and Boardman (footnote 94 above, p. 16), pp. 105-108. 

100 Cf. JG 112, 2561-2566; Kerametkos ITI, nos. 13-16. 
101 Kerametkos III, nos. 13 and 14. 
102 See JG II*, 2593 for two horoi, apparently of the same grave site, of which just one has the name Protarchos. 
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of them, like many gravestones, has an explicit prohibition in its text (JG II*, 2567). Thus, the importance 
of these markers, which is reflected in their relative abundance among all horoi, lay in the protection of the 
grave site as a significant part of the ritual of honoring the dead. 


SECURITY HOROI 


In the inventory of inscriptions from the Agora, as in that from all Attica, security notices constitute the 
largest class of horoi.'°? As private documents, few, if any, of these stones would have stood in the ancient 
Agora. With the exception of a single text (H89) zn situ on an ancient house wall south of the Agora Square, 
all these horoi were displaced and scattered over this area through the ages. Called “horoi” probably by 
analogy to other property markers, these inscriptions gave notice of the encumbrance of real property as 
security for debt, thereby protecting the interest of the creditor by warning off other lenders. Since many 
security horoi were singletons, they could not usually have delimited property,'°* and even in multiples’ 
they need not have served this secondary function. 

Although the use of real security was general among Greek peoples, inscribed security horoi seem to be 
peculiar to Attica and the islands of Amorgos, Lemnos, Naxos, Skyros, and Syros. The presence of Athenian 
demotic names on Lemnian horoi suggests that their use was exported to the Aegean by cleruch families, yet 
Amorgos, which had no Athenian colony, had a substantial number of stones.'°® A decree of the deme of 
Myrrhinous (/G 112, 1183) ordering the placement of horoi on property it had accepted as security for loans 
indicates that the markers were not a general requirement of law. They might be cited in court as prima facie 
evidence of debt,!°’ but their limited textual information and vulnerability'®* rule them out as official con- 
tracts. The need for official documentation was undoubtedly served by such written agreements as are re- 
ferred to on at least 16 of the security stones.'°° 

The three chief classes of credit transactions in which horoi were used were ὑποθήκη, ἀποτίμημα, and 
πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει. ᾿Ὑποθήκη (“something put down”; more often described by the passive ὑπόκειμαι) was 
the colloquial term for any contract in which a debtor’s property was the security, but its specific use is 
relatively infrequent on the horoi’!° and was probably avoided in favor of the more precise procedures and 
terms of the other two modes of real security. 

In a credit system in which security was substitutive rather than collateral,!'! the institution of ἀπο- 
τίμημα (“valuation”) was probably an attempt at equity by the evaluation and hypothecation of security in 
an amount roughly equal to the value of the debt and agreed interest. ‘The two contracts of this type that are 
commonly represented by horoi are the pupillary ἀποτίμημα (the technical term is μίσθωσις οἴκου) and 
ἀποτίμημα mpotkos.'!? In μίσθωσις οἴκου (H73-H77),''> the property of orphans was leased at auction to 


103 The two major studies of horoi marking real security are Fine and Finley; see an updating of the material in P. Millett, “The 
Attic Horoi Reconsidered in the Light of Recent Discoveries,” Opus 1, 1982, pp. 219-249; the broad judicial questions raised by the 
security horoi are summarized in Harrison (footnote 4 above, p. 5), pp. 253-304, 316-317. | 

104 Wade-Gery (footnote 2 above, p. 5), p. 879; Guarducci, IT, p. 227. 

105 See, for example, Demosthenes, 31.1-3; 41.6, 16; 42.5. 

106 Finley, p. 6 and note 17. 

107 F.g., Demosthenes, 42.5, 28; [Demosthenes], 25.69; cf. Fine, p. 51, note 46. 

108 See Demosthenes, 31.1-4, 12-13; 49.12. 

109 To Finley’s statistics (pp. 12, 172-175, tables A, B, and D; p. 182, 3A; his nos. 163, 168, 169, and 171 among the uncertain 
fragments are further examples) can be added H115; F inley suggested (p. 24) on the basis of the relatively numerous references to 
written agreements in ὑποθήκαι that that form of contract allowed for more complex terms than the πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει. 

Ὁ inley, pp. 119-122, nos. 1-10, p. 182, 3A; H114 A and B may be other examples, but because of their mixed terminology, I 
have given them a separate classification; I classify H115 as an antichresis rather than a hypothec (see p. 19 and footnote 120 below); 
on the general imprecision of phraseology regarding real security, both on the horoi and in the Attic orators, see Finley, pp. 8, 113, 
223, note 7; also Millett (footnote 103 above), p. 226; the literary and epigraphical evidence does not bear out Fine’s argument 
(pp. 89-95) that the hypothec differed from the πρᾶσις on λύσει in that the security was collateral rather than substitutive and that 
its ownership was retained by the debtor; cf. Millett, op. czt., p. 225. 

"1 See Finley, pp. 115-117. 

112 Only three horoi (JG II?, 2701, 2767; SEG XXIII, 96) show ἀποτίμημα with the type of contract not noted. 

13 Also Finley, pp. 151-156, nos. 116-131, pp. 189- 190, nos. 120 A-129 A; SEG XXI, 652; E. Vanderpool, “Some Attic 
Inscriptions,” Hesperia 39, 1970 (pp. 40-46), p. 46; ἀποτιμήματα of uncertain type are H116, H117, H122, H123, and SEG 
XXIII, 96. 
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managers who put up real security in the value of the estate and probably its rent and interest. By full term, 
usually when the oldest child reached maturity, the lessees returned the estate plus agreed earnings or for- 
feited their ἀποτίμημα. The Eponymous Archon, who was responsible for the welfare of orphans (Ath. Pol. 
56.7; Isaios, 6), probably oversaw the evaluation and leasing of their estates. The orphans, as beneficiaries of 
the security, are identified on the horoi, usually by the term παῖς, rarely by their own names, and always by 
their patronymics. The second common use of ἀποτίμημα in real security is succinctly described by Harpo- 
kration (s.v. ᾿Αποτιμηταῦ): “The people of that time had the custom, when relatives gave a dowry to a 
woman who married, of requiring of the husband some security equal to the value of the dowry, such as 
house or land.” Thus, on the horoi of ἀποτίμημα προικός (H78-H83),'"* the security referred to is always 
real estate, but most of the dowries, as large as they are, were probably money and other movable goods.''° 
The term of dotal contracts would naturally be indefinite, with forfeiture of the dowry or its security usually 
occurring only with divorce or the death of a wife without issue. Unlike the orphan in the notice of μίσθωσις 
οἴκου, the bride is usually named on the dotal horos. 

Although no extant literary source mentions πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει by name,'!® this mode of contractual 
credit employed more horoi (H84—H113, H124?)'"’ than any other. As the name of the procedure indicates, 
the debtor sold real security to his creditor while retaining the right of redeeming the property upon ful- 
fillment of the contract at an agreed or indeterminate time.'!® The typical horos in these cases says nothing 
about the debtor or the nature of his debt but always mentions the kind of property offered as security, often 
listing the amount of debt and usually naming the creditor. When the horos text lacks the words ἐπὶ λύσει 
(H91, H108; JG II’, 2763, 2764; XII 8, 22), it is probably an abbreviated notice of the credit contract rather 
than one of a simple sale. 

Security horoi rarely indicate who held the securing property during the life of the contract, but their 
protective purpose and naming of creditors make little sense unless the debtor retained possession.!!? Thus, 
πρᾶσις in these cases denotes “sale” without change of possession. As for cases of ἀποτίμημα, there would be 
little incentive to lease an estate or accept a dowry if the prospective lessee or bridegroom had to hand over 
real estate of equal or greater value. An exception to this rule of possession is evident in the texts of horoi for 
a type of hypothec which some scholars call antichresis (H115).'*° The parties to these contracts apparently 
agreed that the creditor, instead of taking interest or rent, would possess the real security of his debtor and its 
usufruct. This possession, like the ownership in πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει, was provisory as long as the debtor met 
the terms of the contract. In antichresis, the horoi would still have been intended to discourage further 
financial risk of the property, but for the protection of the debtor rather than the creditor. 

Since the location of security horoi, and any pertinent written agreements, would have identified clearly 
the nature, use, and location of the real securities, most horos inscriptions refer to these properties only in 
such general terms as χωρίον (land), οἰκία (building), and ἐργαστήριον (business establishment);!2! a small 
minority of the texts are more specific about the main property or mention attached properties to emphasize 
that they are part of the security: tavern with garden (H106); furnace or kiln (10 112, 2750); stone quarry 
(IG II?, 2752); privy (H110; JG II?, 2742; cf. ibid., 2496, line 9); slaves attached to businesses (H125; JG II’, 


114 Also Finley, pp. 156-163, nos. 132-156, p. 190, no. 152 A; SEG XXI, 653, 654; cf. XX XI, 151. 

15 f119-H121 and JG 112, 2666 and 2670 are possibly horoi of real property used as dowry but probably abbreviated dotal 
ἀποτιμήματα in which the realty is security; although the horoi and the orators are inconclusive on the point, some modern scholars 
believe that occasionally a bride’s family may have put up real estate as apotimema for a promised dowry or even given as dowry real 
estate which at the same time served as apotimema for the possible return of the dowry; see Harrison (footnote 4 above, p. 5), 
pp. 297-301. 

116 Tyemosthenes may have alluded to it at 33.5-12 and 37.4-5. 

117 Also Finley, pp. 122-151, nos. 11-115, pp. 182-189, nos. 18 A-101 B, 114 A and B; SEG XIX, 184; XXI, 655, 656, 661; 
XXIX, 157; XXX, 122; XXXI, 150; XXXII, 236; XXXIII, 175; AeAr 17, 1961-1962 (1963), Χρονικά, p. 35, no. 4; AeAr 26, 
1971 (1975), p. 458; AeAr 29, 1973-1974 (1979), p. 31. 

118 Neither literary sources nor horoi are instructive about the duratign of these contracts, but they probably varied considerably. 
The brief and frequent hypothecations of a building which Meritt saw in H78 and H864 (q.v.) were probably not the norm. 

119 The debtor’s retention is also indicated in Demosthenes, 41.5-6; 42.5, 28. 

120 Also Fine, p. 38, no. 6; cf. Finley, pp. 119-122, nos. 1, 2, and 10; regarding the term antichresis, cf. Finley, p. 12, notes 12 and 
13 and Miller, “Horoi”, p. 280, note 14. 

121 On the generality and ambiguity of these terms, see Finley, pp. 56-71. 
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2747-2749, 2751); sources of water (JG 112, 2657, 2759). Although the Athenians also used movable prop- 
erty as credit security (ἐνέχυρον), they apparently did not give notice of such transactions on horoi as the 
islanders sometimes did.'** Because of the scattering of most security horoi from their original locations, and 
because of the varying extent of recovery from place to place, we cannot with any confidence correlate the 
types of property used as real security with the various regions of Athens and Attica. 

The amounts of debt noted on horoi, ranging from 150 drachmas in a πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει (IG II, 2704) to 
8000 drachmas in a dotal ἀποτίμημα (IG 112, 2659),'?3 clearly reflect the upper economic stratum of Athe- 
nian society. The figures do not, however, allow us to determine the values of property designated as se- 
curity.!24 In ἀποτίμημα as well as other contracts of credit, the value of the encumbered property must 
usually have exceeded the amount of debt, at least to create incentive for credit or to cover rent and interest. 
Disposal of the excess of security may in some cases have been negotiated as part of the contract!?> and 
accomplished in the form of money or other movables, but, in view of the basically substitutional character of 
Athenian security, the creditor must as a rule have had the right of the real security in its entirety.'*° 

Some horoi prove exceptions to the general rule of single creditors, especially in πράσεις ἐπὶ λύσει (e.g., 
H95, H98),'*’ but it is often not clear whether the multiple buyers of the same security were acting jointly or 
severally. In the cases of multiple contracts noted on the same stone, it is sometimes difficult to tell whether 
they were concurrent or consecutive, and whether they concerned the same property or were coincidental 
uses of the same stone.'2® Joint lending was clearly the case with the ἐρανισταί (H84, H89, H94),'?° so 
called because they granted épavot, that is, interest-free loans.'*° Other horoi show that Athenian political 
and social institutions used the same modes of credit and real security as those of private citizens. The Athe- 
nian Demos itself, since it demanded personal guarantors (€yyvyrat) from its debtors and had a priori the 
right of confiscation, had no need of real security, but among the creditors noted in horos inscriptions are 
demes (H92, H99), tribes (JG II?, 2670), clans (zbzd.), and phratries (/G II’, 2723). 

As difficult to date as the horoi are, there is general agreement that their lettering, orthography, and 
occasional naming of archons'?! point to a range from the early 4th to the early 2nd century B.c.'°* The 
earlier terminus is reflected approximately in the orators, where the first references to hypothecation of real 
property occur in the late 5th century.'°° The absence of security horoi in the 5th century and earlier cannot 
be mere coincidence, nor is it very likely that the Athenians used only markers of perishable material in a 
period when stone was so common for other kinds of horoi. Real security implies alienability of family 


122 See Finley, pp. 72-73; he believes that movable security, including slaves, would have been taken in pawn by the creditor. 

123 For a full view of the statistics, see Finley, pp. 172-175, tables A-D, and the updated account in Millett (footnote 103 above, 
p. 18), pp. 222-223, 243-245; Millett rightly rejects as a security horos Finley’s no. 178B (pp. 240-241), which may have had a 
figure in the tens of drachmas. 

124 Finley, pp. 69-70. 

125 So Fine (pp. 94-95, 139-140; cf. pp. 160-161) rightly saw no excess of security in πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει because it is a sale, but his 
view that a debtor could encumber excess security in a hypothec is based on the dubious premise that the hypothecated property was 
collateral; see the references to Fine and Millett in footnote 110 above, p. 18. 

126 See Finley, pp. 115-117. 

127 See also H88; JG II?, 2692, 2693, 2695, 2705, 2724, 2725, 2753?; Fine, pp. 32-33, nos. 15 and 17, p. 40, no. 12; SEG XXI, 
no. 656. On the question of multiple creditorship, cf. Fine, pp. 154-156; Finley, pp. 107-117. 

128 Cf. H89, H78 with H84, and H94. 

129 Cf. IG II*, 2699-2701, 2719, 2721, 2722, 2743; Vanderpool (footnote 97 above, p. 17), pp. 277-279, no. 4; SEG XXIII, 96; 
XXXII, 236; JG XII 7, 58 (Amorgos); XII 8, 20 (Lemnos). 

130 See Finley, pp. 100-106. 

131 For a summary of the 23 horoi that bear archons’ names see Millett (footnote 103 above, p. 18), pp. 221-222; the earliest and 
latest are, respectively, Charikleides (363/2 B.c.: JG II?, 2654) and Pleistainos (184/3 B.c.; see footnote 132 below); additionally, an 
unpublished horos dated by an archon’s name has been seen on Lemnos (R. S. Stroud, “Inscriptions from the North Slope of the 
Acropolis, I,” Hesperia 40, 1971 [pp. 146-204], p. 170, note 24). 

132 On the basis of letter forms, including lunate sigma, and the tentative restoration of Charias as the archon’s name in H116, Fine 
(pp. 26-27, 48-50) put the lower terminus in the mid-2nd century. Finley (p. 7) noted rightly at the time that there was only in- 
disputable documentation to about 250 B.c. Subsequent discoveries of other dated horoi and corrections of archons’ years have low- 
ered this date. K. Peppa-Delmouzou’s virtually certain restoration of II[Aet]oraivov as the archon’s name on a horos from near 
Brauron («Ὅροι ἐξ ᾿Αττικῆς», AeAr 17, 1961-1962 [1962], pp. 215-217, no. 2) brings the terminus ante quem down to at least 
184/3 Βα. (for the date see B. Ὁ. Meritt, “Athenian Archons 347/6-48/7,” Historia 26, 1977 [pp. 161-191], p. 181 with references). 

133 Tsokrates(?), 21 (ca. 403 B.c.); Lysias, 32 (composed in 400, but concerning events as early as 409 B.c.). 
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estates, and, although most scholars have dated alienability as early as the time of Solon,'!** Fine makes an 
attractive, albeit circumstantial, case!*° that the early evidence from literature and the horoi marks the 
beginning not only of the use of real security but also of the alienability which made its use possible. He 
would associate this evolution with the widespread debt, dispossession, and confiscation of land during the 
Peloponnesian War. The apparent cessation of security horoi in the early 2nd century is also problematic in 
that the use of real security for debt clearly continued thereafter. Here the evidence allows little more than 
conclusions ex szlentio, but most probably the horoi became obsolete after the creation of another means of 
notice of encumbrance,'** perhaps a public registry. 157 


134 E.g., Glotz, La solidarité, pp. 325-349; Finley, p. 28; Guarducci, III, p. 233. 
135 Fine, pp. 167-208. 

136 Finley, pp. 27, 177-181. 

137 Fine, pp. 50-55. 


CATALOGUE 


1. HOROI OF SANCTUARIES (H1-H24) 


ΗΙ (Pl. 1). Upper right corner of a slab of Pentelic mar- 
ble (I 7047). The inscribed face has been smoothed with 
a toothed chisel, but the preserved right and top edges 
and the back have been roughly worked. Found in Au- 
gust 1968 in a wall of the 7th century after Christ or 
later, at the northeast corner of the post-Herulian exedra 
which was added to the west hall of the Southwest Bath 
(D 18). 
H. 0.305 m.; W. 0.249 m.; Th. 0.058 m.; L.H. 0.032 m. 
Ed. T. L. Shear, Jr., Hesperia 38, 1969, p. 417. 
ca. a. 475-450 a. 
[ "A@levaias 
[᾿Ιτ]ονείας 
Athena Itoneia is attested in the treasury inventories of 
the Other Gods in 429/8 B.c. UG 1", 383, V, lines 151- 
152). 


H2 (Pl. 1). Rough-picked stele of white marble (I 7006) 
perhaps broken away at the top. Inscribed vertically from 
top to bottom in smooth-dressed band at center. Found 
(with a second matching inscription, subsequently lost) zn 
situ at the southwest corner of a shrine on the southwest 
side of the Areopagus (C 28). Moved to the Stoa of Attalos 
after unauthorized removal from shrine, October 1965. 


H. 0.53 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.13 m.; L.H. 0.027- 
0.040 m. 


Ed. J. Kirchner, JG II’, 2507; W. Doerpfeld, AM 17, 
1892, p. 91; B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 36, 1967, pp. 98-99, 
no. 30, photograph pl. 28; SEG XXIV, 56. 

ante med. saec. V a. 

hépos 
In the 4th century B.c. the shrine was covered over by 


another building marked by two stelai inscribed hopos 
λέσχης (IG 112, 2620 a and b); see Doerpfeld, loc. cit. 


H3. Fragment of a poros stele (I 4773) found on April 23, 
1937, built into a modern or Late Turkish wall northeast 
of the Temple of Ares (L 7). The stele is broken off at 


the bottom, but the other edges and the back are partially 
preserved. 


H. 0.265 m.; W. 0.365 m.; Th. 0.22 m.; L.H. 0.055 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 38, no. 3, 
photograph p. 38; Travlos, PDA, p. 323 and fig. 425; 
SEG X, 357. 

prim. med. saec. V a. 

[Ν]υνφα- 
[t]o hepa 
Πόρος 

The sanctuary of the Nymphs has not been located 
with certainty, but most conjectures put it on the north- 
west slope of the Akropolis (e.g., Meritt; Judeich, Topo- 
graphie’, p. 302); Travlos suggests identification with the 
Klepsydra whose spring was named after the nymph 
Empedo. A relief sculpture of nymphs and other deities 
found on the north slope of the Areopagus may originally 
have been a dedication in the Nymphaion marked by this 
horos (see Agora Guide’, pp. 192-193, fig. 100). 


H4. Stele of Hymettian marble (1 6311) with original 
rough-quarried surfaces and broken right edge; large 
deeply cut letters. Found on May 29, 1950, beneath the 
floor of the Stoa of Attalos, in front of the eighth shop 
from the south end (Q 11). 

H. 0.365 m.; W. 0.35 m.; Th. 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.060 m. 

Ed. H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 20, 1951, p. 53, photo- 
graph pl. 27:a. 

prim. med. saec. V a. 

[A leer po[s] 
hopos 

The specific site to which this horos belonged has not 
been identified, but it may have been one of a number of 
cult spots in the area of the Eleusinion southeast of the 
Agora; cf. Agora III, pp. 84-85. 


H5 (Pl. 1). Fragment of a poros stele (I 2080), broken at 
the bottom and chipped at the top. The surface is rough 
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picked except for the upper 0.27 m. of the front face, 
which is dressed smooth for the inscription. Found on 
November 19, 1934, in a modern house wall over the 
southeast part of the Odeion of Agrippa (M-N 11). 


H. 0.60 m.; W. 0.38 m.; Th. 0.23 m.; L.H. 0.048- 
0.057 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 8, 1939, p. 48, no. 14, pho- 
tograph p. 48; ibid., Hesperia 5, 1936, p. 41; Agora 11], 
p. 65, no. 151; Travlos, PDA, pp. 1, 2, 578, figs. 5, 722; 
SEG X, 361. 


ca. a. 450 a. 


᾿Ανακίο 

Πιερὸ h- 

Opos 

The Anakes, most often a cognomen or byname of the 

Dioskouroi, had their sanctuary, according to Pausanias 
(1.18.2), below the Aglaurion; scholars have traditionally 
associated these shrines with the north slope of the 
Akropolis (see, for example, Judeich, Topographie’, 
p. 304), but recently G. Dontas (Hesperia 52, 1983, 
pp. 60-62) has argued on the evidence of a newly discov- 
ered decree that they were located on the east slope. 


H6. Fragmentary stele of Pentelic marble (I 298), bro- 
ken at the bottom and left side. The original surface is 
everywhere rough picked with the exception of a rectan- 
gular recess (H. 0.125 m.; depth ca. 0.01 m.) about mid- 
way down the preserved front face which is dressed 
smooth for the inscription; found during the pre-excava- 
tion period of 1933 in the wall of a modern house over the 
west end of the Middle Stoa (I 13). 


H. 0.552 m.; W. 0.205 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.030 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 3, 1934, p. 64, no. 56, pho- 
tograph p. 64; Travlos, PDA, p. 274 and fig. 355; SEG 
XVII, 13. 

med. saec. V a. 

[htlepov 
[τὸ he] ρακλέος 

Meritt tentatively associated this stone with the un- 
located shrine of Herakles Alexikakos in the deme of 
Melite, but with the subsequent discovery of a similar in- 
scription and votive reliefs of Herakles north of the 
Agora, Travlos has suggested that both horoi belonged to 
another shrine of the hero at that location. 


H7. Horizontal slab of Hymettian marble (I 2483) bro- 
ken off at the back, right side, and, possibly, the left side. 
The bottom surface seems finished for resting as part of 
the string course of a wall, monument, or altar. Found on 
February 21, 1935, in a modern wall over the East Stoa 
near the southeast corner of the Agora Square (P 14). 


H. 0.112 m.; W. 0.25 m.; Th. 0.105 m.; L.H. 0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 21, 1952, p. 374, no. 25, 
photograph pl. 96; Agora III, p. 29, no. 39; Agora XIV, 
p. 96 and note 78; SEG XII, 64. 

ca. med. saec. V a. 

Διὸς ᾿Εἰλευθερίο) 

Meritt observes traces of anathyrosis at the left edge 
and thus views the beginning of the inscription as intact, 
but Wycherley (Agora III, loc. cit.) restores [hopos] Διὸς 
” E[Aevdepio]. There is general agreement about the res- 
toration of the epithet, which was probably coined after 
Athens’ deliverance from the Persian threat. 


H8 (Pl. 1). Stele of Pentelic marble (I 7012) rough 
picked on all sides except the upper 0.10 m. of the front 
face, which is dressed with a toothed chisel as a back- 
ground for the inscription. Found on September 2, 1966, 
in situ at the northeast corner of a triangular sanctuary 
just southwest of the Southwest Fountain House (H 16). 


H. 0.77 m.; W. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.028 m. 


Ed. G. V. Lalonde, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 127-128, 
photographs pl. 36:a and d; SEG XXIV, 57; Agora 
Guide’, pp. 171-172, fig. 89. 


ca. a. 430 a. 


τὸ htepo 


H9. Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble (I 5910), 
broken at the top and sides, with parts of the original 
rough back and sides preserved and the inscribed area 
dressed smooth. Found on May 30, 1946, in a Hellenistic 
context east of the Great Drain in the Industrial District 
(B 19). 

H. 0.29 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.087 m.; L.H. 0.017- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 17, 1948, p. 35, no. 18, 
photograph pl. 9. 
ca. a. 400 a. 
[heepov] 
Κηφισὸ 
Γλεων- 
τίδος 
5. [φρατρίας 
Meritt interprets the inscription as the horos of an un- 
located shrine at which the phratry Gleontis worshiped 
the river-god Kephissos. 


H10. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 1454), chipped all 
around, with front, sides, and top preserved and bottom 
and part of the back broken away. The inscribed area has 
been dressed smooth with a toothed chisel. Found on 
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February 26, 1934, in the Hellenistic level of a well 
southwest of the Agora Square (Ε 15). 


H. 0.265 m.; W. 0.15 m.; Th. 0.071 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 38, no. 4, pho- 
tograph p. 38. 
ca. a. 400 a. 
hopo- 
ς ἢιε- 
po ᾿Απ- 
ὁὀλλων- 
5. ος Ξαν- 


60 


H11. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 5569) with the top bro- 
ken away and parts of all other surfaces preserved. ‘The 
front face is dressed smooth in the area of the inscription 
and rough picked elsewhere. Found on September 24, 
1938, in a modern house wall southwest of the Agora 
Square and west of the Post-Herulian Wall (Q 21). 


H. 0.32 m.; W. 0.167 m.; Th. 0.095 m.; L.H. 0.018- 
0.024 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 91, no. 38, 
photograph pl. 22; Agora III, p. 53; Agora XIV, p. 137; 
SEG XVI, 146. 


init. saec. IV a. 
[pos] 
[᾿Απ|όλ- 
ἰλ]ωνο- 
ς Πατρ- 
5. wo 


H12. Fragmentary poros stele (I 6381), broken at the 
top, bottom, and sides. The inscribed area is dressed with 
a toothed chisel, and a little of the rough-picked back re- 
mains. Found on May 29, 1951, in the wall of a Turkish 
bothros east of the East Stoa (P 14). 
H. 0.37 m.; W. 0.195 m.; Th. 0.105 m.; L.H. 0.027- 
0.040 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, pp. 263-264, 
no. 79, photograph pl. 50; SEG XXII, 647. 
init. saec. IV a. 
ὅρος 
ἱερῶ 


H13. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 6373), broken or cut 
away at both sides, with part of its rough-picked back 
and top preserved. The letters are cut into a smooth 
recessed band 0.155 m. in height, with rough-picked 


surfaces above and below. Found on May 24, 1951, ina 
marble pile at the southwest corner of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (K 12). 

Η. 0.335 m.; W. 0.10 m.; Th. 0.17 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.028 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 91, no. 39, 
photograph pl. 23; H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 21, 1952, 
p. 113; Agora III, pp. 124-125; SEG XVI, 148. 


ante med. saec. IV a. 


[ho ]po[s] 
[re]uev[os] 
[Δι]ὸς [’OA]- 
[vp Jari[o] 

This horos may have strayed from the famous Olym- 
pieion southeast of the Akropolis, and, if so, it adds to the 
evidence of the continuity of that sanctuary between the 
periods of work on the Peisistratid and Hellenistic tem- 
ples (Wycherley, Agora III, loc. cit. and The Stones of 
Athens, Princeton 1978, pp. 159-160); a somewhat tenu- 
ous case has been made for another Olympieion southeast 
of the Agora on the north slope of the Akropolis (A. D. 
Keramopoullos, AeAr 12, 1929, pp. 86-92; cf. A. W. 
Parsons, Hesperia 12, 1943, p. 234 and O. Broneer in 
Hesperia, Suppl. VIII, p. 54). 


H14. Fragment of a stele of Pentelic marble (I 2472), 
preserved in parts of the front face, sides, and possibly 
part of the top but broken off evenly at the bottom. Front 
dressed with a toothed chisel but badly chipped. Crude, 
uneven lettering. Found on February 21, 1935, in a mod- 
ern context east of the southern part of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (N 11). 
H. 0.18 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.078 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 39, no. 6, pho- 
tograph p. 39; H. A. Thompson, Hespena 6, 1937, 
p. 173, note 1. 


ca. a. 400-350 a. 


d[po]s 
[Μ]ητρώιο 


H15. Fragment of a stele of Pentelic marble (I 370), 
broken away at the left side and bottom but with parts of 
the front, top, right side, and back preserved. The in- 
scribed face has been dressed with a toothed chisel. 
Found during the pre-excavation period of 1933 in a 
modern house wall over the area of the Late Roman 
(Central) Water Mill in the southeast corner of the Ago- 
ra Square (Q 13). 


H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.13 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.040 m. 
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Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 15, 1946, p. 175, no. 22, 
photograph p. 175; Agora 11], p. 28, no. 37. 


saec. IV a. 
[ὅρος] 
[τεμένους] 
[Διό]ϊς vacat 


This restoration, which, with the exception of the final 
sigma of τεμένους is that of the editio princeps, is not 
definitive. The postulated left margin recommends it, but 
the partially preserved top edge would not seem to leave 
room for ὅρος above the preserved letters. This editor 
could not detect traces of a sigma after ἱμενου. The poor 
shaping and inconsistent size of the letters are not entirely 
incompatible with the horos of a sacred precinct, but they 
resemble more the lettering of such private inscriptions as 
funerary or security horoi. Many tentative restorations 
are plausible; e.g., [ὅρος χωρίου πεπρα]μένου [[ἐπὶ λύσει 
προικόΐς (cf. H104). 


H16. Stele of Hymettian marble (I 513), broken off at 
the bottom and chipped at the top and sides. Found on 
March 4, 1933, in a modern house wall over the east side 
of the Temple of Ares (K 8). 

H. 0.95 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.027 m. 


Ed. J. H. Oliver, Hesperia 4, 1935, p. 52, no. 14 (in- 


cluding discussion of the epithet Azesia), photograph | 


p. 52; Agora III, p. 85. 
post med. saec. IV a. 
ὅρος] 
ἱεροῦ 
Δημή- 
τρος 
5 Ἀζησίαϊ[ς] 


H17. White marble stele (I 2800), broken off at the bot- 
tom and chipped away at the edges of the inscribed face. 
Found on April 16, 1935, in early Byzantine fill east of 
the East Building of the South Square (P 14). 

H. 0.19 m.; W. 0.20 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.030 m. 

Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 39, no. 5, pho- 
tograph p. 39; SEG X, 359. 

init. saec. IV a. 


Βόρ[ος] 
ἱερῦ 
Meritt restored the first line as μόρ[ος ἢ], but the stele 


is not wide enough to have had a sixth letter there; the 
inconsistent use of eta for the aspirate within individual 


horos inscriptions is common after 400 B.c. (e.g., JG II’, 
2601, 2603, 2606, 2609, 2610). 


H18. Fragment of a stele (I 4572) with inscribed face, 
right side, back (worn smooth in re-use), and perhaps 
part of the rough-cut top preserved. Found on March 3, 
1937, in a modern context under Akropolis Street west of 
the Post-Herulian Wall (R 25). 


H. 0.102 m.; W. 0.163 m.; Th. 0.069 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 91-92, 
no. 40, photograph pl. 23; Agora III, p. 225; SEG XVI, 
87. 


saec. II p. 


[ἔισ]οδος πρὸς 
ἰσηκ]ὸν Βλαύ[της] 
[καὶ Κουροτρόφου)] 
[ἀνειμένη----} 

> [555] 


As 6. A. Stamires recognized (see Meritt), this inscrip- 
tion is a companion piece to JG 112, 5183. The sanctuary 
of Ge Kourotrophos, like that of Aphrodite Pandemos, 
was located near the west approach to the Akropolis, and 
the goddess Blaute, mentioned here, is perhaps to be iden- 
tified with Aphrodite (Agora III). 


H19. Gray poros stele (I 5983), dressed smooth in the 
area of the inscription, rough elsewhere, with a project- 
ing stump at the bottom for setting in the ground. Found 
on May 27, 1947, in the Industrial District under the 
East Bath (C 19), serving as a cover slab of a Roman 
water channel. 


H. 0.58 m.; W. 0.38 m.; Th. 0.185 m.; L.H. 0.030- 
0.040 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 90, no. 37, 
photograph pl. 22; E. Vanderpool, Hesperia 35, 1966, 
p. 274; R. E. Wycherley, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 121- 
122; Agora III, p. 124; SEG XVI, 147. 

saec. IV a. 

ὅρος 
ἱεροῦ 
Διὸς 
ἐξου 
vacal 

Since the entire inscription is preserved as carved, in- 
terpretation of the last line is difficult. Vanderpool cor- 
rectly observed that the mark in the upper angle of the last 
letter of the fourth line is incidental damage or a pock 
mark rather than the upper vertical of the letter psi; un- 
like the other letter strokes, which are carefully made 
with a sharp pointed chisel, this is a wider, blunt mark: it 
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is not connected with the letter, it is not vertical but slopes 
upward to the left, and it does not cover a real letter stroke. 
Thus, the last letter, as we have it, is upsilon, and Meritt’s 
interpretation of the line as the abbreviation of a hapax 
legomenon, ἐξοψίου (Zeus “who looks forth” from his 
precinct), would not be plausible, unless an intended psi 
was left incomplete as was the inscription itself (Wycher- 
ley). Vanderpool would complete the word as é£ov(ciov), 
an epithet, also heretofore unattested, referring to the 
power (ἐξουσία) of Zeus. Another possibility is that 
the last line was not an abbreviation but the beginning of 
an uncompleted relative clause (ἐξ οὗ): “Boundary of the 
sanctuary of Zeus from which. . .” (e.g.) a particular pro- 
cession or embassy begins. Cf. H34: ὅρος ἱερᾶς 686 δι᾿ ἧς, 
κτλ.; cf. Wycherley. Meritt suggests that the sanctuary 
referred to here may be that marked by a rock-cut horos 
on the east slope of the Hill of the Muses (JG 12, 863). 


H20. Shaft of Pentelic marble (I 5890), of which the up- 
per 0.33 m. is shaped as a stele and the lower portion is 
rough cut; the inscribed area, which was dressed smooth, 
is chipped away at the top. Found on May 15, 1940, built 
into the west wall of the garden court of a Late Roman 
building at the north foot of the Areopagus (L 21). 


H. 0.81 m.; W. stele 0.19 m., stump 0.25 m.; Th. stele 
0.105 m., stump 0.12 m.; L.H. 0.017-0.035 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 264, no. 80, 
photograph pl. 50; SEG XXI, 650. 
ca. init. saec. IV a. 
ὅρος ἱερὸ 
ΤΓριτοπα- 
τρέων Ἐ- 
ὑεργιδῶν 
This inscription adds the clan of the Euergidai to other 
Athenian gene or phratriai known to have had sanctu- 
aries of the Tritopatreis; see 10 112, 2615; F. Durrbach, 
Choix d'inscriptions de Délos I, i, Paris 1921, pp. 6-7, 
no. 7; cf. JG 12, 842, Ὁ, lines 7ff.; 870; II?, 1358, line 32. 


H21 (Pl. 1). Roughly dressed poros stele (I 2221), bro- 
ken away at the top, upper left, bottom, and probably at 
the back. Found on December 4, 1934, in a modern 
house wall over the northeast corner of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (K-L 10). 

H. 0.34 m.; W. 0.32 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. W. S. Ferguson, Hesperia 7, 1938, p. 74, no. 3; 
SEG X, 364. 


fin. saec. V vel init. saec. IV a. 


[ho]pos [oi]- 
[κ]ίας heep- 


as ᾿Αθηνᾶς 
Πολιάδος 


Remains of the first omicron in line one are no longer visible 
at the time of this writing. 


This horos may have marked only the temple or other 
sacred building (οἰκία ἱερά), or it may have stood at the 
edge of a surrounding precinct and by extension referred 
also to that; cf. Ferguson. 


H22 (Pl. 1). Fragmentary stele of Pentelic marble 
(I 3525) with rough-picked right side, back, and, possi- 
bly, the top preserved. Most of the left side and bottom is 
broken away, but part of the lower stump for setting in 
ground is preserved. ‘The upper 0.20 m. of the front face 
was dressed with a toothed chisel. Found in February 
1936 in the area of the Stoa of Attalos (P-S 7-12). 


H. 0.296 m.; W. 0.197 m.; Th. 0.131 m.; L.H. 0.025 m. 
Unpublished. 
prim. med. saec. IV a. 
ὅρος 
ἱερὸ 
Enough of the left side of the inscribed face is preserved to 
indicate that neither word had an aspirate eta. 


H23 (Pl. 1). Slab of Pentelic marble (I 4090 a) with the 
original left side and parts of the front and back pre- 
served, but broken off at the right, top, and bottom. Its 
back surface is in two planes, the lower rough picked and 
the upper projecting and polished, and there is a project- 
ing band along the front edge of the left side; these cut- 
tings resemble ancient workmanship and may have been 
made to fit the inscription to a wall or monument. Found 
on April 30, 1936, built into a wall of the Church of 
the Panagia Vlassarou, west of the Odeion of Agrippa 
(J 10-11). 

H. 0.27 m.; W. 0.425 m.; Th. 0.067 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 292-293, 
no. 35, photograph pl. 84; SEG XXV, 200. 


saec. II p. LTOIX. 

Πόρος γύου ᾿Αθε[ναίας Πολιάδος] 

προσδιέκον ᾿Ετεο[βουταδὸν γένει) 

πόδες H [rasura] ἐπὶ [----] 
lacuna ? 

Despite the difference in the letter sizes of this inscrip- 
tion and that which follows (H24), the peculiar archaism 
and similarity of letter forms indicate that the two texts 
were parts of the same series of horoi, set up, probably in 
the religious revival of the 2nd century after Christ (for 
which see JG 112, 1035; W. 5. Ferguson, Hesperia 7, 
1938, p. 17, note 3), to mark measured tracts of land sa- 
cred to Athena Polias and belonging to her priestly clan, 
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the Eteoboutadai. Meritt speculated that the lands in 
question may have been the sacred olive groves near the 
Academy which produced oil for the Panathenaic prizes. 
It is evident from line 3 of this text that one of the dimen- 
sions of the γύης was 100 feet; Meritt noted in the rasura 
of the same line traces of the word πεντήκοντα and sur- 
mised that the letter cutter may have first incorrectly 
copied a dimension from another stone. 


H24. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4090 b) with part 
of the inscribed face and smooth back surface preserved, 
but broken away at all other sides. Found on December 


15, 1936, in a modern house wall at the north foot of the 
Areopagus (-Κ 17). 
H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.21 m.; Th. 0.07 m.; L.H. 0.015 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 293-294, 
no. 36, photograph pl. 84; SEG XXV, 201. 


saec. II p. 
[μόρος γύου ᾿Αθεναίας Πολιάδος] 
προσ[πέκον ᾿Ετεοβουταδὸν γένει) 
[πό]δες [H (Ὁ) ἐπὶ ----- - - - - ] 


lacuna ? 


2. HOROI OF CIVIL ESTABLISHMENTS (H25-H31) 


H25 (Pl. 2). Stele of coarse-grained white marble 
streaked with blue (I 5510), completely preserved but 
somewhat worn at the upper corners. All surfaces are 
rough picked except for a smooth band, 0.07 m. wide, 
chiseled along the top and down the right side of the front 
face. The orthograde inscription, beginning in the upper 
left corner, follows this band. Found on February 28, 
1938, in situ, facing east at the angle of two converging 
roads east of the Tholos (I 12). 


H. 1.20 m.; W. 0.31 m.; Th. 0.19 m.; L.H. 0.025- 
0.043 m. 


Ed. T. L. Shear, Hesperia 8, 1939, p. 205, photograph 
p. 205; Hesperia, Suppl. IV, p. 107 and note 91; Agora 
ΠῚ, p. 218, no. 713; H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 37, 
1968, p. 63, fig. 9; Agora XIV, p. 117, pl. 64:a; Travlos, 
PDA, pp. 3, 16, and fig. 21; SEG X, 368. 

ca. a. 500 a. 

hopos εἰμὶ τὲς ἀγορᾶς 

Although this horos of the Agora and the two which 
follow (H26 and H27) show minor differences in the 
shape and spacing of their letters and in the dimensions 
of their stelai, the similar general style of the inscriptions, 
the dressing of the stones, and the similar chronological 
context and provenience of the two stelai found in situ 
leave little doubt that all three were part of the same 
project. An uninscribed fragment from the top of still an- 
other such stele was found in a disturbed context outside 
the southeast corner of the Agora (A 3534; Agora XIV, 
p. 117, note 3; see R. Ross Holloway, Hesperia 35, 1966, 
pp. 79-85 for the excavation of the area). 

Pottery found in the gravel build-up around this stele 
indicates that it was completely covered by the end of the 
5th century B.c. 


H26 (PI. 2). Stele of fine-grained white marble (I 7039), 
worn smooth on the top, with slightly broken corners; 
rough picked all over except for a smooth-dressed band 
for the inscription across the top of the front face and 


down the left side. The inscription is cut retrograde 
and begins in the upper right corner of the front face. 
Found on July 27, 1967, in situ, facing east on the 
west side of an ancient road, south of pier 1 beneath the 
west end of the Middle Stoa (H 13). 


H. (exposed) 0.68 m.; W. 0.315 m.; Th. 0.145 πὰ; 
L.H. 0.025-0.039 m. 


Ed. H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 61-63, 
fig. 9, photograph pl. 10:b; Agora XIV, p. 117, pl. 64:b. 

ca. a. 500 a. 

hopos εἰμὶ τὲς ἀγορᾶς 
(retrograde) 

Just below the chipped upper left corner a horizontal 
stroke may be a trace of the first iota of εἰμί. The last 
sigma of the inscription is carved orthograde; for this in- 
consistency of Archaic lettering, cf. JG 12, 863, in which 
both sigmas face contrary to the retrograde text. 

By the 3rd century B.c. this horos was buried by the 
rising level of the adjacent road. 


H27. Stele of white marble (I 5675), rough picked all 
around except for a smooth-dressed band for the inscrip- 
tion along the top and right margins of the front face. 
The inscription 15 orthograde and began in the upper left 
corner, but because of wear and chipping of the upper 
face the horizontal part of the text is lost. The stele is 
broken off at the bottom. Found on February 22, 1939, in 
a Turkish tomb beneath the modern floor of the He- 
phaisteion (E 7). 

H. 0.64 m.; W. 0.305 m.; Th. 0.18 m.; L.H. 0.032- 
0.045 m. 


Ed. ‘T. L. Shear, Hesperia 9, 1940, p. 266, photograph 
p. 266; Hesperia, Suppl. IV, p. 107, note 91; Agora III, 
p. 218, sub no. 713; H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 37, 1968, 
p. 63, fig. 9; Agora XIV, p. 117, note 3; SEG X, 368. 


ca. a. 500 a. 


[πόρος ei]ut τὲς ἀγορᾶς 
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H28 (Pl. 2). Fragment of ἃ poros stele (I 3226), with 
parts of original inscribed face, top, and right side pre- 
served. Found on January 4, 1936, in a modern house 
wall northeast of the Odeion of Agrippa (N 8). 


H. 0.195 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.225 m.; L.H. 0.070 m. 


Ed. Hesperia, Suppl. IV, p. 107, note 91; Agora III, 
p. 218, sub no. 713; SEG X, 368; H. A. Thompson, Hes- 
peria 37, 1968, p. 63, note 28; Agora XIV, p. 117, note 3. 


ca. med. saec. V a. 
[ay ]opals] 
[hop]os 
Given the preserved right side, it is questionable 
whether the original area to the right of alpha was large 
enough to accommodate a sigma as restored. The re- 
stored text as a whole is likely but not certain. 


H29. Fragment of a poros stele (I 3624) with parts of the 
inscribed face, bottom, and left side preserved. The upper 
front face was dressed smooth for the inscription. Found 
on February 29, 1936, built into a pier in the Church of 
the Panagia Vlassarou west of the Odeion of Agrippa 
(K 11). 

H. 0.38 m.; W. 0.245 m.; Th. 0.20 m.; L.H. 0.050- 
0.070 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 259, no. 47, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 27. 

ante med. saec. V a. 

προπ[ῦλο] 
δεμο[σίο] 
Πόρος] 

This horos brings to five the number of extant exam- 
ples of the text; cf. JG 12, 891 and three pieces published 
by D. K. Hill (AJA 36, 1932, pp. 254-259), who ex- 
plained that the markers belonged to the public propylon 
in the Peiraieus. 


H30 (PI. 2). Stele of Hymettian marble (I 5770), com- 
pletely preserved except for wear and chipping at the up- 
per corner, dressed smooth with a toothed chisel in the 
area (0.26 m. high) of the inscription; otherwise rough 
picked. Found in March 1939, zn situ, outside the north- 
west corner of the Agora (F 2), facing north onto the 
ancient street which led inward from the Dipylon. Re- 
buried after excavation; plaster copy kept in the Stoa of 
Attalos. 


H. 1.47 m.; W. 0.37 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.030- 
0.035 m. 


Ed. T. L. Shear, Hesperia 9, 1940, pp. 267, 299, pho- 
tograph p. 267; Agora 11], p. 223. 


init. saec. IV a. 
Πόρος 
Κεραμεικο 
Other horoi of the Kerameikos, of a slightly later date, 


have been found beside the same road as it continued out- 
side the Dipylon; see H31. 


H31 (Pl. 2). Fragment of an opisthographic stele of Hy- 
mettian marble (I 6835); on both faces the lettering was 
cut vertically from top to bottom on a smooth band, ca. 
0.079 m. wide, along the central axis of the stone. This 
band was flanked by neatly stippled bands of about 
0.075 m. in width, which were in turn flanked by smooth 


strips, ca. 0.003 m. wide, at the margins of the inscribed 


faces. The edges of the stele are neatly beveled, and its 
sides are also decorated with vertical stippled bands at 
the center flanked by smooth bands at the margins. Parts 
of both inscribed faces and part of one side are preserved. 
Found on February 10, 1959, among loose stones at the 
level of a modern street east of the Stoa of Attalos near its 
north end (R 7). 


H. 0.28 m.; W. 0.235 m.; Th. 0.157 m.; L.H. 0.030 m. 
Unpublished. 
ca. med. saec. IV a. 
Face A [ὅρος K Je[papecxod] 
Face Β [épos] Κερ[αμεικοῦ] 
Flanking the epsilon on Face B are traces of the lower 
oblique of kappa and the lower part of rho. 


This fragment represents the fifth known example of a 
distinctive series of opisthographic horoi of the Keramei- 
kos (see the photograph in Travlos, PDA, fig. 415), of 
which three were found zn situ: flanking the Dipylon on 
its southwest side (/G 112, 2617); in front of the Tomb of 
the Lakedaimonians about 78 meters northwest of the 
Dipylon on the southwest side of the road leading to the 
Academy (JG 112, 2618); and about 48 meters farther out 
on the same side of the same road UG 112, 2619). (An- 
other bedding with the stump of a stele of similar dimen- 
sions on the northeast side of the Dipylon may have held 
another such horos; for the location of this bedding and of 
the three horoi zn situ, see W. Hoepfner, The Pompeion, 
Athens 1971, supplementary plan.) In 1955, a stele of the 
same series was found loose in a drain in modern Alexan- 
dria Street between Kolonos Hippios and the Academy 
(see E. Vanderpool, A/A 60, 1956, p. 267). 
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3. HOROI OF ROADS (H32-H35) 


H32 (Pl. 3). White marble stele (I 7505), complete ex- 
cept for the right side of the inscribed face which is 
chipped away. Rough picked on all surfaces except for 
the upper 0.18 m. of the front, which has been dressed 
smooth with a toothed chisel to receive the inscription. 
Found on July 1, 1977, in the wall of a Roman house 
southwest of the Agora (D-E 17). 


H. 0.83 m.; W. 0.225 m.; Th. 0.097 m.; L.H. 0.019- 
0.024 m. 


Unpublished. 
fin. saec. V vel init. saec. IV a. 


Βόρο[ς] 
hodo 


H33. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 3361) with top, left, 
back, and part of the bottom sides preserved. The origi- 
nal surfaces are rough picked except for the upper 0.16 
m. of the front, which is dressed smooth for the inscrip- 
tion. Found on February 8, 1936, in a Late Turkish wall 
west of the Stoa of Attalos (P 9). 


H. 0.465 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.17 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.023 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 40, no. 8, pho- 
tograph p. 41. 
saec. IV a. 
ὅρος τ[ῆς] 
650 : τῆΪ-] 
πατρίας] 


H34 (ΡΙ. 3). Stele of Hymettian marble (I 5476), intact 
except for chipping and wear at the back. All original 
surfaces rough picked except for the upper third of the 
front face, which is dressed smooth as a background for 
the inscription. At the top of the back is a rectangular 
cutting probably dating from the late re-use of the block 
as a doorsill. Found on May 27, 1938, in Late Roman fill 


under a wall in front of the north end of the Stoa of Atta- 
los (P 8). 

H. 0.86 m.; W. 0.34 m.; Th. 0.17 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.030 m. 


T. L. Shear, Hesperia 8, 1939, pp. 212-213; ed. A. W. 
Parsons, Hesperia 12, 1943, pp. 237-238, photograph 
p. 228; Agora III, p. 224, no. 730; Agora XIV, p. 118, 
note 5, pl. 64:d; SEG XXII, 147. 

saec. IV a. 

ὅρος ἱερᾶς 

686 δι᾽ ἧς πο- 

ρεύεται ἡ Π- 

υθαὶς ἐς Δε- 
5. λφός 

Although not found zn situ, this horos came to light 
near the Panathenaic Way and may have marked that 
passage through the Agora as part of the route of the 
theoria of the Pythais from the Pythion on the northwest 
slope of the Akropolis to the corresponding sanctuary of 
Apollo at Delphi. Parsons has suggested that, beyond the 
Agora, the mission would have left Athens by the Sacred 
Gate and progressed toward Delphi via the Pythion at 
Daphne and then followed its own Sacred Way through 
the Thriasian Plain and across Parnes by Phyle. 


H35 (Pl. 3). Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble 
(I 7166), broken at all edges, but part of the inscribed 
face and perhaps part of the original back is preserved. 
Found on July 23, 1970, in the remains of a Roman 
house on the northeast slope of the Areopagus (Q 21). 

H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.21 m.; Th. 0.057 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.037 m. 


Unpublished. 
saec. III/II a. 


[Spo]s ὁδοῦ 


4. TRITTYS MARKERS (H36-H42) 


H36. Limestone stele (I 6078), tapering outward toward 
the top, broken off at the top and at the bottom corner, 
roughly finished all over. Found on October 13, 1947, in 
a water channel under the Southwest Bath (C 18). 


H. 0.935 m.; W. 0.37 m.; Th. 0.21 m.; L.H. ca. 0.037 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 264, no. 81, 


photograph pl. 49; SEG XXI, 111; Traill, Demos and 
Tnitys, p. 102, no. 11. 


ca. a. 450 a. 


ντιο[χὶς δὲ] 
“la oy 
pure apxer- 
at, ᾿Αλοπεκέ- 
5. ov d€ τριττύς 
vacat 
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H37. Stele of Hymettian marble (I 6699), intact except 
for chipping of the upper front edge, which has removed 
most of the first line of the inscription. Rough picked on 
all surfaces except the inscribed area, which is somewhat 
smoother. Found in the summer of 1954 among marbles 
from demolition of walls of the 19th-century addition to 
the Church of the Holy Apostles (O 15-16). 


H. 0.68 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.13 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 265, no. 82, 
photograph pl. 49; SEG XXI, 109; Traill, Demos and 
Trittys, pp. 96-97, no. 2. 

ca. a. 450 a. 

[Zk ]a[p]So[r5]- 
[Oly τριττύὺς 


Line 1: I see no trace of the nu dotted by Trail. 


H38. Poros stele (I 2197) with original front, back, bot- 
tom, right, and lower left surfaces preserved; upper left 
part of the stone broken away, and part of the right side 
of the inscribed face chipped away. Found on November 
6, 1934, in a modern house wall west of the central part 
of the Stoa of Attalos (O 9). 


H. 0.53 m.; W. 0.38 m.; Th. 0.023 m.; L.H. 0.025- 
0.035 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 9, 1940, pp. 55-56, no. 4, 
photograph p. 55; Hesperra 30, 1961, p. 264; SEG X, 
374; XXI, 112; Traill, Demos and Trittys, pp. 101-102, 
no. 10. 


med. saec. V a. 


[ττὺς τ]ε(λ)ε[υτ]- 
[at Παλ͵]λεν[ἐο]- 
5. [ν de ἄρχετί[αι] 
[τ]ριττύς [0] 
vacat 
Lines 1-2: On the basis of spacing and the usual order of the 

trittyes Traill tentatively restores [Sedpe AAO] [πεκέον] r[pe]|; 
less likely is Meritt’s [Aedpe ᾿ἸΑναφ]) [λυστίον] τίρι}} (Hespe- 
ria 30, 1961, p. 264). 


H39 (Pl. 4). Poros stele (I 1191) with the upper left of 
the inscribed face and parts of the left side and top at the 
left corner preserved. Found on November 18, 1933, ina 
modern house wall over the south part of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (M 12). 
H. 0.255 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.13 m.; L.H. 0.041 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hespena 9, 1940, p. 55, no. 3, 


photograph p. 55; SEG X, 373; Traill, Demos and 
Trittys, p. 100, no. 8. 


LTOIX. 


med. saec. V a. 
Ae[vpe Πε]- 
δι[έον τρ]- 
ιττ[ὺς τε]- 
λευίται .] 
lacuna 


Line 2: Where Traill gives dotted epsilon I see only the bro- 
ken right edge of the inscribed face. 


H40 (PI. 4). Stele of Pentelic marble (I 5053) with parts 
of the front, back, top, and left sides preserved; otherwise 
broken away. Upper front face dressed smooth for the in- 
scription; rough picked below. Found on October 15, 
1937, in a modern house wall south of the Agora Square 
(P 21). 

H. 0.222 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.105 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 9, 1940, pp. 53-54, no. 1, 
photograph p. 53; SEG X, 370; Traill, Demos and Trit- 
tys, p. 98, no. 4. 


fin, saec. V a. 


τριττ[ὺς] 
Σφετί[τίον] 


H41. Fragment of ἃ poros stele (I 5564); part of upper 
right corner preserved. Found on September 17, 1938, in 
a modern house wall southeast of the Agora, west of the 
Panathenaic Way (Q 22). 


H. 0.29 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.18 m.; L.H. 0.040- 
0.050 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 9, 1940, p. 54, no. 2, pho- 
tograph p. 54; J.S. Traill, Hesperia 47, 1978, pp. 94-95 
and fig. 1; SEG XXVIII, 27; Traill, Demos and Tnittys, 
pp. 99-100, no. 7. 

med. saec. V a. 

[Δεῦρε] Aftax]- 
[ρίον τ]ριττ- 
[vs τελ]ευτ- 
[ᾶι, Φρ]εαρρ- 

5. [tov δὲ τρι]- 
[ττὺς ἄρχε]- 
[ται] 

Line 3: The lambda detected by Meritt is no longer visible. 


Line 4: Traces of the vertical stroke and upper and lower 
horizontal strokes of epsilon are visible. 


This text incorporates the restoration by Traill (Hes- 
peria, loc. cit.) of Διακρίον based on the discovery of a 
new prytany list which shows Diakris to have been the 
inland trittys of Leontis. 


CATALOGUE: 5. HOROI OF UNCERTAIN TYPE 31 


H42. Poros stele (I 2045), broken at the left, below, and 
at the back; inscribed surface rough picked and badly 
chipped and weathered in places. Found on October 13, 
1934, in a modern house wall over the south part of the 
Odeion of Agrippa (M 11). 


H. 0.285 m.; W. 0.20 m.; Th. 0.25 m.; L.H. 0.028- 
0.038 m. 

Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 8, 1939, pp. 50-51, no. 16, 
photograph p. 50; SEG X, 371; Traill, Demos and Tnt- 
tys, p. 99, no. 6. 


med. saec. V a. 
Δεῦρε *A]xap[a]- 
[ντὶς φ]υλὲ τ- 
[ελευτᾶι] Θορικ- 
[tov δὲ τ]ριττύ- 
5. [ς. μιππο]θοντὶ- 
[s δὲ φυ]λὲ ἄρχ- 


[εται -- -- -- -- -- -- ] 


Lines 7--9: Traill gives the probable restoration [erat ᾿ἔλευ- 


σιν] [ἰον δὲ rperrv)|[s-------- ]: 


5. HOROI OF UNCERTAIN TYPE (H43-H52) 


The inscriptions in this section of the catalogue are identifiable as horoi, either by their texts or by the di- 
mensions of the lettering and treatment of the stones. None of them, however, was found zn situ, and neither 
their provenience nor their texts informs us of the kinds of property they marked. One cannot say with cer- 
tainty about any one of these stones that it was a public or a private horos, but the high quality of lettering 
and masonry of most of them is like that of identified public markers. 


H43. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 2618), intact except for 
chipping at the upper left corner of the inscribed face. 
Rough picked all over except the upper 0.105 m. of the 
front face, which is dressed smooth as a background for 
the inscription. Found on March 15, 1935, built into a 
modern wall east of the East Building of the South 
Square (P 14). 

H. 0.68 m.; W. 0.26 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.025 m. 

Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperta 21, 1952, p. 359, no. 6, 
photograph pl. 90; SEG XII, 65. 

ca. a. 450 a. 

[h]opos 


H44. Fragment of a stele of Pentelic marble (I 4309), 
broken away at the left and bottom; inscribed face and 
right side smooth dressed; probably original rough- 
quarried back preserved; an original molding around the 
upper 0.11 m. of the stone has been chiseled away. Found 
on December 2, 1936, built into the wall of a modern 
house at the north foot of the Areopagus (M 16-17). 
H. 0.46 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.17 m.; L.H. 0.053 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, p. 64, no. 112, 
photograph pl. 20; SEG XIX, 31. 


saec. V a. 
[hop]os 


H45. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 5608) with much of 
original front face and top edge preserved; the stone is 


broken off at the bottom, and the back has been cut away 
and sides have been leveled so that it might be re-used as 
a roof tile. The upper part of the front face is dressed 
smooth as a background for the inscription; the original 
surfaces are elsewhere rough picked. Found on October 
20, 1938, built into the wall of a modern house at the 
north foot of the Areopagus (E 17). 


H. 0.195 m.; W. 0.187 m.; Th. 0.082 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.037 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 263, no. 77, 
photograph pl. 50; SEG XXII, 104. 


saec. IV a. 


«“ 
opos 


H46. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 6079), cut in an angle in 
back so as to be triangular in horizontal section; the 
rough, angular break at the bottom is possibly original. 
The inscribed area, about 0.14 m. of the front face, is 
dressed smooth as a background for the inscription. 
Found on October 13, 1947, in a marble pile southeast of 
the Agora Square (T-U 21-22). 


H. 0.36 m.; W. 0.22 m.; Th. 0.13 m.; L.H. 0.350- 
0.550 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 263, no. 78, 
photograph pl. 50; SEG XXI, 105. 


saec. V/IV a. 
hop- 
os 
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H47. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 4614) with most of the 
front face, top, and back preserved; it is difficult to de- 
termine whether the rough-cut sides and bottom are 
damaged or original to the stele. The front face is rough 
picked except for the inscribed area, which is somewhat 
smoother. Found on March 9, 1937, in a Turkish wall 
west of the south end of the Stoa of Attalos (P 11). 


H. 0.47 m.; W. 0.245 m.; Th. 0.134 m.; L.H. 0.030 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 260, no. 53, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 105. 


saec. IV a. 


[h]opos 


H48 (PI. 4). Stele of Pentelic marble (I 2429), intact ex- 
cept for the loss of a small part of the right side. Rough 
picked except for the upper 0.07 m. of the front face, 
which was dressed smooth as a background for the in- 
scription. Found on February 11, 1935, in a modern con- 
text at the surface of the ground east of the southern part 
of the Odeion of Agrippa (O 12). 


H. 0.25 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.067 m.; L.H. 0.025- 
0.032 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 21, 1952, p. 379, no. 37, 
photograph pl. 98; SEG XII, 142. 


saec. ΝΥ͂Ν a. 
hopos 


H49 (Pl. 4). Stele of Pentelic marble (I 7265), broken 
off at the bottom; otherwise intact but badly worn. Origi- 
nally a funerary monument, the stone was converted to a 
horos, and later, to judge from the circular cutting in the 
upper left of the inscribed face and great surface wear, it 
was used as a threshold block. Evidence of the original 
funerary purpose is a badly worn, rectangular (H. 0.37 
m.; W. 0.23 m.) relief sculpture at the bottom of the front 
face, depicting two female figures on the right standing 
in front of a third figure, apparently a man, seated on a 
stool. The seated figure seems to be shaking hands with 
the closer standing figure, who extends her other hand 
toward his head. (For similar scenes on other grave ste- 
lai, see A. Conze, Die attischen Grabreltefs, Berlin 1893, 
I, p. 20, no. 60, pl. XXVII; p. 59, no. 270, pl. LXII.) 
The funerary inscription would have been located 
beneath the sculpture on the part of the stele now miss- 
ing. The upper right side of the stele preserves part of a 
molding, which indicates that the original monument 
had a crowning ornament, probably a palmette or pedi- 
ment. As a horos, the stele is inscribed in large letters at 
the top of the front face (Text A) and small letters at the 
top of the right side (Text B). Found on April 2, 1971, 
southeast of the Agora, built into a Turkish well west of 
the Post-Herulian Wall (Q 21). 


H. 0.82 m.; W. 0.43 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 
Text A 0.080-0.100 m., Text B 0.037.-0.065 m. 


Unpublished. 


saec. ΓΝ 711] a. 
Text A ὅρος Text B ὅρος 

H50 (Pl. 4). Fragment of a stele of Pentelic marble 
(I 5784), its left side broken away from top to bottom; 
elsewhere preserved, although the upper right corner of 
the inscribed face is chipped and worn. The front face is 
rough picked except for the upper 0.15 m., which is 
dressed smooth for the inscription. Found on April 17, 
1939, built into a wall of the Church of St. Spyridon over 
the Library of Pantainos (R 14). 


H. 0.39 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.17 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.025 m. 


Unpublished. 
saec. IV /III a. 


[ΔΗ 1 Ὁ 
[---]OX vacat 
vacat 


The size of the letters and the form of the stele and its 
inscription are certainly indicative of a horos, but the 
original text can only be a matter of conjecture. Since the 
fragment was found not far from the Eleusinion, one 
might restore, exempli gratia, [ὅρος] Δημίη] [τρΊος.; 
cf. H4. 


H51 (Pl. 4). Fragment of a small, roughly octagonal pil- 
lar of Pentelic marble (I 3131), broken at both ends. In- 
scribed in two lines along the linear axis of one facet of 
the stone, but the surface is badly chipped and worn on 
both sides of the preserved letters. Found on December 5, 
1935, built into a modern house wall over the central part 
of South Stoa IT (M 15). 


H. 0.142 m.; W. 0.098 m.; Th. 0.098 m.; L.H. 0.007 m. 
Unpublished. 
saec. IV 711 a. 


vacat 
[---]OPO[---] 
[--~]PA[--~] 
vacat 


This fragment is classified as a horos largely on the 
basis of the letters in the first line. By themselves they in- 
vite a restoration of 8po[s]|[ayolpa[s], but the smallness, 
poor quality, and arrangement of the letters seem unwor- 
thy of a public marker of any significance. The lettering is 
redolent of private security horoi, but the inscribed area 
seems too small for an inscription of that length. 
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H52 (Pl. 4). Poros fragment (I 5420); part of the in- 
scribed face is the only original surface preserved. Found 
on May 5, 1938, built into a bench in a Byzantine build- 
ing east of the south part of the Stoa of Zeus (J 17). 
H. 0.145 m.; W. 0.115 m.; Th. 0.11 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.030 m. 
Unpublished. 
saec. V/IV a. 
lacuca 
[----lol----] 
[--~-k----] 
[---Ἰτρι[---] 
[ΞΕ ΞΘ Εἰ ΞΕ 
lacuna 


Line 1: The lower third of a circular letter survives below the 
upper broken edge. 
Line 2: At the left edge are two small oblique cuts, one 


slanted upward and inward, the other downward and inward; 
one or both may be letter traces or incidental scarring. 

Line 3: To the left of rho is the upper part of a vertical stroke 
intersected near the top by a complete horizontal stroke. The ir- 
regularity of the broken right edge of the stone is interrupted to 
the right of rho by a clear vertical fracture along a letter stroke, 
either iota or the left vertical of another letter. 

Line 4: The vertical, the upper horizontal, and part of the 
middle horizontal of epsilon are extant. To the right of this, at 
the lower broken edge, are two small cuttings which may be the 
upper traces of a letter. 


The genre of this inscription is by no means certain, 
but the size and collocation of extant letters and traces of 
letters suggest a trittys marker, e.g., 

[Acipe-——]o[----] 
[-- φυλὲ τελ]ε[υτᾶι---- 
[----8€] τρι[ττὺς.----Ἰ 


6. HOROI OF GRAVE SITES (H53-H72) 


H53. Poros stele (I 5084), broken off at bottom and 
chipped at the left and upper right part of the inscribed 
face; otherwise intact. The inscribed area has been 
dressed smooth with a toothed chisel; the rest of the stele 
is rough picked except for the lower back which has been 
left in a rough-quarried state. Found on November 6, 
1937, built into a modern house wall south of the Agora 
Square (P 21). 

H. 0.27 m.; W. 0.20 m.; Th. 0.15 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.027 m. 


Ed. A. G. Woodhead, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 233, 
no. 88, photograph pl. 59; SEG XVII, 58. 
saec. V/IV a. 
hopo[s] 
μνήμ- 
ατος 


H54 (ΡΙ. 5). Rough slab of gray schist (1 7461), probably 
complete. The inscribed area at the top of the front face 
has been worked with a toothed chisel. Found on June 
14, 1973, in the upper fill of a well in Room 6 of the stoa 
on the Broad Street, east of the Library of Pantainos (U 
13). 

H. 0.67 m.; W. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.017- 
0.030 m. 


Unpublished. 

saec. V/IV a. 
Πόρος 
μνήματος 


This horos and the two following (H55 and H56) are 
so similar in their lettering and in the shape and material 
of the stelai that there is little doubt that they were fash- 
ioned as a series. The lineation of the three inscriptions 
has been varied because of slight differences in the letter 
spacing and the width of the stones in the inscribed area. 
The fact that they were found together, although not zn 
situ, suggests that they once marked the same grave plot. 


H55 (Pl. 5). Rough slab of gray schist (1 7462); a small 
part of the original slab may be missing from the bottom. 
The inscribed area at the top of the front face has been 
worked with a toothed chisel. Found on June 14, 1973, in 
the upper fill of a well in Room 6 of the stoa on the Broad 
Street, east of the Library of Pantainos (U 13). 


H. 0.59 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.025 m. 


Unpublished. 

saec. V/IV a. 
Πόρος 
μνήματ- 
ος 


H56 (Pl. 5). Slab of gray schist (I 7463), mended from 
two pieces. The inscribed area at the top of the front face 
has been worked with a toothed chisel. Found on June 14, 
1973, in the upper fill of a well in Room 6 of the stoa on 
the Broad Street, east of the Library of Pantainos (U 13). 


H. 0.61 m.; W. 0.25 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.017- 
0.030 m. 
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Unpublished. 
saec. V/IV a. 
Πόρος 


μνήματο- 
ς 


H57. Fragment of ἃ rough-hewn stele of Hymettian 
marble (I 2121), broken off at the left side and bottom. 
Found on November 9, 1934, built into a modern house 
wall northeast of the Monument of the Eponymous He- 
roes (J 9-10). 

H. 0.45 m.; W. 0.21 m.; Th. 0.11 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 17, 1948, p. 37, no. 21, 
photograph pl. 11. 


saec. IV a. 


[ὅρ]ος 
[μνήμ]ατος 
The less frequent formula, ὅρος σήματος, is also a 
possible restoration. 


H58. Fragment of a stele of gray marble (I 2067), bro- 
ken on all sides. Rough-picked front face except for the 
inscribed area at the top which has been dressed with a 
toothed chisel. Found on November 9, 1934, built into a 
modern house wall east of the south part of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (O 11-12). 

H. 0.25 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 17, 1948, p. 36, no. 20, 
photograph pl. 11. 
saec. IV a. 
[opo]s 
[μ]νήμα- 
τος 


Line 1: The lowest stroke of sigma and part of the stroke 
above it are visible below the broken edge of the stone above mu. 


H59. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 3079), broken all 
around except for part of the inscribed face and a small 
part of the lightly picked top edge. Found on November 
17, 1935, built into the wall of a modern house northeast 
of the Odeion of Agrippa (N 7). 


H. 0.175 m.; W. 0.115 m.; Th. 0.07 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 259, no. 49, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 106. 


saec. IV a. 
[ὅρ]ος 


ἱμν]ήμ[α]- 
[τ]΄οὸς 


H60. Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble (I 2712) 
preserving parts of the inscribed face and back. The front 
surface is smooth dressed in the area of the inscription 
and rough picked below. Found on April 5, 1935, in a 
marble pile; probably from a modern cellar wall north- 
east of the Odeion of Agrippa (N-O 8-9). 


H. 0.28 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 259, no. 50, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 107. 


saec. IV a. 


[ὅρ]ος μν[η]- 
ματος 


H61. Shaft of dark gray marble with white veins 
(13990); roughly broken sides may be original. Found on 
April 8, 1936, in the late fill of a well between the Odeion 
of Agrippa and the Tholos (I 11). 


H. 0.23 m.; W. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.040 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 259, no. 51, 
photograph pl. 55; SEG XIV, 108. 


saec. IV a. 


ὅρος μν- 
ἤματος 


H62. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4449), broken all 
around except for parts of the inscribed face and smooth- 
chiseled right side; inscribed surface very rough. The 
horos may have been a re-used architectural or inscribed 
stone. Found in January 1937, built into the wall of a 
modern house west of the Stoa of Attalos (O-—P 9-11). 

H. 0.23 m.; W. 0.12 m.; Th. 0.047 m.; L.H. 0.014- 
0.025 m. 

Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 260, no. 52, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 109. 


saec. IV a. 
[ὅρος] 


[μν]ἡμί[α]- 
[rlos 


H63 (Pl. 5). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 2813), 
broken on all sides except part of the inscribed face and a 
small part of the rough-trimmed left side. Found on 
May 3, 1935, at a Turkish level west of the Great Drain 
between the Middle Stoa and the Heliaia (J 13-14). 


H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.16 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.023 m. 
Unpublished. 
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saec. 1V/III a. 


[ὅρος] 
μίνημ]- 
ατοΪς] 


H64. Fragment of a stele of blue micaceous stone flecked 
with white (I 6462), broken off below at an angle from 
the lower left to the upper right of the inscribed face. 
Found on March 8, 1952, in a 4th-century B.c. context 
west of the southern part of the Odeion of Agrippa 
(J-K 11). 

H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.18 m.; Th. 0.043 m.; L.H. 0.013- 
0.015 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperna 32, 1963, p. 43, no. 51, 
photograph pl. 2; SEG XXI, 646. 


ca. a. 400 a. 


ὅρος μνη- 
μάτων Π' 
[rasura 3] 

The letter pi at the end of line 2 probably began the 
proper name of persons or family whose graves were 
marked. Most of the area of a third line is chipped away, 
but deliberate cutting of the original surface at the left 
suggests that the line may have been erased. 


H65 (Pl. 5). Stele of Hymettian marble (I 3637), intact 
except for small parts of right side and bottom. The com- 
plete inscription survives on the upper front face, which 
has been dressed with a toothed chisel. The remaining 
surfaces are rough picked except for a lower stump, 
which has been left in a rough-quarried state for setting 
in the ground. Found on February 25, 1936, in a modern 
context over the north end of the terrace of the Stoa of 
Attalos (Q 8). 


H. 0.25 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.058 m.; L.H. 0.013- 
0.019 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 23, 1954, p. 259, no. 48, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XIV, 110. 


ante med. saec. IV a. 
e 
Opos 


μνήματος 
᾿Επιγόνο 


H66 (Pl. 5). Stele of Hymettian marble (I 5478) with 
the original top edge curved in the form of an arch; the 
bottom and part of the right side are broken off. At the 
back is a large curved cutting neatly worked with a chisel 
and containing some mortar; the purpose of this work 
may have been to attach the stele to a monument or build- 
ing, but whether this function was contemporary with 


the use as a horos is uncertain. Found on May 30, 1938, 
built into a Byzantine building east of the central part of 
the Stoa of Zeus (J 6). 


H. 0.295 m.; W. 0.39 m.; Th. 0.125 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. W. K. Pritchett, Hesperia 11, 1942, p. 240, no. 44, 
photograph p. 240. 


saec. IV /III a. 
ὅρος μνήμα- 
τος παροδίου π|6]- 
δες : All, τοῦ δ᾽ ἐντ[ὸς] 
πόδες : ΔΠΙ 


H67. Fragment of a stele οἵ Hymettian marble (1 2372), 
broken off at the right side and bottom; the rough-picked 
back surface is probably original. Found on February 7, 
1935, built into a modern house wall west of the Odeion 
of Agrippa (K 10). 

H. 0.21 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.07 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 53, no. 15, 
photograph p. 53. 


saec. IV/III a. 


ὅρος μνήμαϊτος] 

οὗ ἀπέδοτο Δίιότι (9)]- 

pos’ εἰς μέτω[πον] 

ἐννέα πόδες, [εἰς τὸ] 

5. εἰσω δέκα 
This example is unique in its inclusion of the state- 

ment, probably as a testimony of the right of current 
ownership, that Diotimos(?) sold or gave the gravesite. 


H68. Fragment of a stele of Pentelic marble (I 2170). 
Parts of the front face, top, and possibly the back are pre- 
served, but the rest of the original surfaces are lost. The 
upper front face is dressed smooth for the inscription, and 
the lower part is left rough. Traces of red paint remain in 
the letters. Found on January 19, 1935, built into a mod- 
ern house wall east of the south part of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (N-O 11). 

H. 0.245 m.; W. 0.155 m.; Th. 0.055 m.; L.H. 0.025- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. A. Boeckh, C/G, 535; U. Koehler, JG II, 1071 a; 
J. Kirchner, JG II?, 2581 a; B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 17, 
1948, pp. 35-36, no. 19, photograph pl. 9. 


fin. saec. V vel init. saec. IV a. 
ὅρος (σ)ή- 
ματος ᾽Ο- 
νησίμο 
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This inscribed fragment and its companion piece 
I 2528 (H69) should probably be identified with the two 
funerary horoi of Onesimos discovered by Fauvel, the 
French Consul in Athens during the early 19th century, 
in the course of his excavation of a cemetery outside the 
Hippades Gate on the road to Acharnai. (For the long 
misunderstood location of this excavation, see B. D. 
Meritt, Hesperia 8, 1939, pp. 77-79 and Hesperia 17, 
1948, p. 36 and note 60; E. Vanderpool, Hesperia 35, 
1966, pp. 276-277.) On April 4, 1811, Fauvel included 
in a letter to M. Barbié du Bocage in Paris transcriptions 
and drawings of these and other inscriptions (see Meritt, 
Hesperia 17, 1948, pl. 10), and in the following year the 
substance of this communication was published in Maga- 
sin encyclopédique ou Journal des Sciences (Millin, ed.) 
17, 1812, II, pp. 91-97. Although Fauvel’s collection of 
inscriptions was abandoned and scattered during the 
Greek War of Independence, his correspondence became 
the basis for publication of these two texts in CJG and 
subsequent editions of the Corpus. I 2170 and I 2528, in 
addition to other inscriptions identifiable as Fauvel’s, 
were rediscovered by American excavators in the Agora 
in late contexts close to the area where the Consul’s house 
once stood. For the restoration of the present fragment 
(I 2170), I follow Meritt in tentatively identifying it as 
part of the complete inscription which Fauvel reported 
as omitting one sigma in the first line (= JG II?, 2581 a). 
Boeckh expressed uncertainty whether the letter had been 
dropped by the stonecutter or subsequent transcribers, but 
it is unlikely that the haplography was Fauvel’s since he 
shows it in both his transcription and his drawing. Identi- 
fication of the two Agora finds with Fauvel’s exemplars is 
made less than certain by the existence in the Berlin Mu- 
seum of a third inscription with the same text; see H69. 


H69 (Pl. 6). Stele of Pentelic marble (I 2528), roughly 
triangular in horizontal section. The slightly convex 
front face is dressed smooth in the inscribed area at the 
top, but the stone is elsewhere rough cut. There are traces 
of red paint in all letters. Found on February 27, 1935, in 
a modern context at the surface of the ground east of the 
Odeion of Agrippa (N 11). 

H. 0.30 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.025 m. 

Ed. A. Boeckh, C7G, 535; U. Koehler, 7G II, 1071 b; 
J. Kirchner, /G 112, 2581 b; B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 8, 
1939, p. 79, no. 25, photograph p. 79. 

fin. saec. V vel init. saec. IV a. 

ὅρος σή- 
ματος ᾽Ο- 
νησίμο 


In an addendum to his edition of the two funerary 
horoi of Onesimos recorded by Fauvel (see above, H68 
and commentary), Koehler (p. 540) wrote that Fraenkel 
had recorded an inscription in the Berlin Museum with 
the following text: 


OPOXZ/// 

MATOZO 

NHZIMO 
In the Editio Minor, Kirchner went on to identify this 
Berlin inscription by its museum catalogue number, 
1165, and to equate it with the second of Fauvel’s horoi 
(i.e. JG II*, 2581 b). Meritt accepted Kirchner’s identifi- 
cation, and thus, when he published this recently found 
horos in 1939 (pp. 77-79), he voiced the suspicion that it 
was the same as JG 112, 2581 a, even though it did not 
show the omitted sigma of the first line as in Fauvel’s 
transcription and drawing. But, as we have seen above 
(H68 and commentary), the subsequent discovery in the 
Agora of the fragment of another copy of the inscription 
(I 2170) led Meritt to change his mind and to propose 
I 2170 instead as probably the same stone as /G 112, 
2581 a. Although this identification is tentative, Meritt is 
certainly correct that the Berlin inscription represents a 
third example of the same text. 

Professor J. Herrmann, Director of the Central Insti- 
tute for Ancient History and Archaeology of the Berlin 
Academy, DDR, in consultation with Dr. E. Erxleben, 
has given me (per ep., 27 October 1983) the following in- 
formation about the Berlin copy: it is still in the antiq- 
uities collection of the Berlin Museum; it was acquired 
by the Museum in 1844, but nothing of its earlier history 
is known; the dimensions of the stone are H. 0.19 m., 
W. 0.18 m., and Th. 0.07 m.; between the two sigmas in 
line 1 is a punctuation mark ( : ) which is correctly noted 
in Beschreibendes Verzeichnis der antiken Skulpturen, 
A. Conze, ed., Berlin 1891, no. 1165 (includes illustra- 
tion) but is omitted in /G II, p. 540. 

While one cannot rule out altogether the possibility 
that the Berlin horos, rather than one of the Agora finds, 
is one of Fauvel’s two inscriptions, there is strong circum- 
stantial evidence against it. Koehler’s text of the Berlin 
inscription shows loss of the last letter of the first line, 
which is not evident in the drawing and transcription of 
either of Fauvel’s stones, although this damage could 
have occurred subsequent to the Consul’s letter to Barbié. 
One of Fauvel’s texts (1Ο 112, 2581 a) shows that the 
second sigma of line 1 was omitted by the letter cutter, 
but this is not the case with the Berlin horos. ‘The Berlin 
horos has a punctuation mark between the sigmas of line 
1, but neither Fauvel’s drawings nor transcriptions show 
this feature. Finally, the two Agora stones were found 
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near the location of Fauvel’s house. It is therefore reason- 
able, if not necessary, to conclude that the present in- 
scription is to be identified with JG 112, 2581 b, that the 
two Agora stones are Fauvel’s exemplars rediscovered, 
and that the copy in Berlin has a separate but little- 
known history after leaving the grave site of Onesimos. 
The similarity of texts, letter forms, and original dimen- 
sions of all three horoi leaves little doubt that they once 
marked the same burial place. 


H70. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 4938), preserved in 
parts of the rough face and back, but broken on all edges. 
Crude lettering. Found on June 3, 1937, in a Late Ro- 
man context west of the central part of the Stoa of Attalos 
(O 9). 

H. 0.14 m.; W. 0.176 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. W. K. Pritchett, Hesperia 11, 1942, pp. 240-242, 
no. 45, photograph p. 241. 


saec. IV a. 
ὅρος σήμ[ατος] 
Οἰνέως 
As Pritchett asserted, this stone may have marked the 


supposed grave of Oineus, the Eponymous Hero, or sim- 
ply that of a citizen of the same name. 


H71 (Pl. 6). Stele of Hymettian marble (I 2563), broken 
away at the bottom and chipped in the upper right corner 
but otherwise intact. Crude, uneven lettering. Found on 
March 4, 1935, in modern surface fill east of the Odeion 
of Agrippa (N 11). 

H. 0.24 m.; W. 0.178 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.035 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 21, 1952, p. 372, no. 18, 
photograph pl. 94; SEG XII, 144. 


saec. IV/II1 a. 


Spo(s] 
θήκη- 

ς Οἰνά(ν)θ- 
ης 


H72 (ΡΙ. 6). Astele of Pentelic marble (I 2408), mended 
from five fragments but still missing the bottom edge. 
The neatly lettered inscription is preserved in its entirety, 
but the cartoon face crudely scratched in profile below 
the inscribed letters is not part of the original work. Re- 


discovered on February 5, 1935 in a modern context over 
the east end of the Middle Stoa (O 13). 


H. 0.417 m.; W. 0.283 m.; Th. 0.061 m.; L.H. 0.030 m. 


Ed. A. Boeckh, C7JG, 529; U. Koehler, JG I, 523; 
J. Kirchner, /G 12, 864; B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 8, 1939, 
pp. 77-79, no. 24, photograph p. 77; E. Vanderpool, 
Hesperia 35, 1966, pp. 276-277; SEG X, 360. 


ca. a. 400 a. 
hopos 
heAixns 
Fauvel found this inscription, along with the two horoi 
of Onesimos (see H68 and H69), in his excavation on the 
road that leads from the Hippades Gate to Acharnai. As 
he did the other two horoi, Fauvel transcribed and drew 
this document in a letter of April 4, 1811, which was 
summarized in the Magasin encyclopédique in 1812. 
The stone was rediscovered in the Agora excavations just 
below the modern surface in the area where the Consul’s 
house is known to have been. By a close reading of Fau- 
vel’s account of his excavation, Vanderpool was able to 
identify the site as an area of ancient cemeteries and the 
word heAixy as the proper name of a woman whose grave 
was guarded by this stone; see also Vanderpool’s paral- 
lels for the name Helike and for the omission in funerary 
horoi of the usual σήματος vel sim. 


7. SECURITY HOROI (H73-H130) 


The general use of crude lettering and diverse letter forms on security horoi makes even the approximate 
dating of these inscriptions very difficult unless they contain other clues such as informative proper names. 
In this catalogue I follow the conservative policy of most earlier editors and only assign dates which are 
clearly established by the naming of an archon in the text. For cases in which there is less certain or ambigu- 
ous evidence for dating, the reader will find note of this in the following commentaries or in those of previous 


editors. 


Here I have classified the horoi by traditional nomenclature and specific type when the extant text, or the 
text in combination with convincing restoration, so dictates. If there is any ambiguity about the exact type of 
transaction involved in the text, the inscription has been relegated to the category “uncertain type”. 
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The lettering, the material, and the dressed surfaces of these horoi are often of such poor quality, and their 
texts are often so damaged by erasures and ill use, that there are many disagreements among editors about 
particular letter traces and the restorations they suggest. The present editor, after autopsy of the inscribed 
stones and study of squeezes and photographs, sometimes finds himself at odds with the previous editors over 
epigraphical details, and when the result is a published text which differs from its predecessors, the differ- 
ences are explained in the commentary following the text. 


MIZOOXIZ OIKOY 


H73. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 4759), broken off at bot- 
tom and top, but parts of the original rough-picked sides 
and back are preserved. The front face was dressed 
smooth to receive the inscription, which has in places suf- 
fered from chipping. Found on April 21, 1937, built into 
a modern house wall over the south part of the Eleusin- 
ion (T 20). 

H. 0.023 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.09 m.; L.H. 0.014- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 1, no. 2, photograph pl. 1; Finley, p. 190, 
no. 129 A. 

[ὅρος xwp]- 
[to ἀποτι]- 
[u]nuaro[s] 
[A]wpo. “i: 

5 «ωνοΪς] πα- 
[δων Φιλο- 
κλέος κα[ὶ] 
[Φ]ιλόργο 


vacat 


Line 4: At approximately the sixth letter space is the upper 
angle of an isosceles letter, and in the last one or two spaces are 
the lower parts of two vertical strokes; see Fine, p. 2. 


H74. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 6107), broken away at 
the left and bottom; part of the top and perhaps part of 
the right side are preserved. The obtuse angle of the 
right side to the inscribed face and the way the back has 
been cut away indicate that the stone was once employed 
as a roof tile. Found on April 21, 1948, in a marble pile 
in the Industrial District southwest of the Agora Square 
(D-E 16-17). 
H. 0.167 m.; W. 0.115 m.; Th. 0.077 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 
Ed. Fine, p. 3, no. 5, photograph pl. 1; Finley, p. 189, 
no. 120A. 
ὅρος 
[χ]ωρίο 
[κα]ὶ οἰκία- 
[ς ἀϊποτιμ- 
5. [ἡμίατος 


[πα]ιδὸς [.] 
[--1*---] 
lacuna 

Line 6: The last letter space has been worked with a toothed 
chisel as if a letter has been erased. Between this space and the 
preceding sigma are marks resembling punctuation, but they 
may be only scarring. 

Line 7: An upper horizontal stroke and the top of at least one 
(possibly three) vertical stroke which rises to the horizontal; tau 
is most likely, but a numeral, such as *, is possible; in approx- 
imately the following space is preserved a small part of the up- 
per angle of an isosceles letter. 


H75. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 5878); part of the 
inscribed face is the only original surface preserved. 
Found on June 8, 1939, in Hellenistic fill in the Great 
Drain, in the Industrial District north of the Southwest 
Bath (C 18). 


H. 0.11 m.; W. 0.067 m.; Th. 0.013 m.; L.H. 0.015 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 2-3, no. 4, photograph pl. 1; Finley, 
p. 189, no. 126 A. 


[ὅρο]ς xw[ptov] 
[ἀπο]τίμημα] 
[... Ἰοκλεί---- --Ἰ] 
[Λ]αμπίτρέως] 
vacat 
Line 2: The lower part of a vertical stroke is preserved at the 
fractured right edge. 


H76. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 7164) with 
parts of original front face and back preserved; otherwise 
broken all around. Of the four partial lines of preserved 
text, the lower two are carved at a lower depth, as if over 
an erasure. Found on July 9, 1970, in the upper destruc- 
tion fill of a Roman house (P 21). 

H. 0.195 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.055 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. | 

Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” p. 274, no. 1, photograph pl. 53; 
SEG XXXIV, 164. 

lacuna 

-Ἰπαιδὶ!--] 
--Ἰφάντο[υ] 
- -Ἰδρωι Γα- 


| 
| 
ἰ 
[ργητ]τίωι 


vacat 
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H77 (Pl. 6). Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 3031). Part 
of the inscribed face is the only original surface pre- 
served. Found on June 20, 1935, in a mixed Late Roman 
to Byzantine context north of the north wall of the 
Odeion of Agrippa (L 9). 

H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.154 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 52, no. 14, 
photograph p. 52; Fine, p. 28, no. 3; Finley, p. 152, 
no. 120; SEG XXII, 145. 

[ὅρ]ος xpl¢}- 
[ο]υ καὶ οἰκί- 
[α]ς ἀποτιμ- 
[ἡἹματος π- 
5. [α]ιδὲ Φιλοκλ- 
[ἔους------Ἰ 
lacuna 


AIIOTIMHMA ΠΡΟΙ͂ΚΟΣ 


H78. A stele of Pentelic marble (I 1978), broken on the 
left side and bottom. The upper four inscribed lines are a 
notice of a πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει which has been lightly 
erased (H84). Below this, the following dotal inscription 
is carved. Found on May 9, 1934, in a cistern of the 1st 
century B.c., northwest of the Church of Dionysios the 
Areopagite (M 23). 

H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.192 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.005- 
0.017 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, pp. 54-55, 
no. 18 B, photograph p. 54; Fine, pp. 29-30, no. 7; Fin- 
ley, pp. 161-162, no. 152. 

a. 308/7 a. 

[ἐπὶ Kat]ptuov ἄρχοντος 

[ὅρος οἸ]ἰκίας προικὸς ἀπ- 

[οτίμη]μα Σιμάλει 
lacuna 


H79. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 5579), preserving 
parts of the original inscribed face, right side, and back of 
a stele; broken away at top, left, and bottom. Parts of five 
lines of lettering preserved but chipped and encrusted 
with water deposit. Found on October 10, 1938, in the 
wall of a modern house southeast of the Agora Square 
and west of the Panathenaic Way (S 22). 


H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.132 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.010 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 3-4, no. 6, photograph pl. 1; Finley, 
p. 190, no. 152 A. 


a. 301,0 α. 
[ἐϊπὶ Κλεάρ[χου] 
[ἄρχοντος ὅρ[ος] 
[οἰϊκίας προικ- 
[ὃς ἀ]ποτίμη- 
5 [μα “53 1. 
lacuna 


Line 5: Fine restores a dotted chi before the alpha, but the 
trace looks like the upper right segment of a circular letter. 


H80. Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble (I 4698), 
broken at the top and right but preserving parts of the in- 
scribed face, a beveled left edge, and the bottom edge. 
Found on April 10, 1937, in the 3rd-century B.c. fill of a 
cistern on the south slope of Kolonos Agoraios (B 14). 


H. 0.14 m.; W. 0.175 m.; Th. 0.047 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.013 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 218, no. 72, 
photograph pl. 54; SEG XVII, 59. 


lacuna 
νας κα ΒΡΗ͂ ] 
[.] προῖκαί-- ------] 
᾿Αγαθάρχοϊυ ------Ἰ 
κέως θυγ[ατρί] vacat 
vacat 


Line 1: Where Meritt has dotted iota and epsilon I can now 
find only the lower parts of two vertical strokes. 

Lines 3-4: Meritt restores "AAwzre]|xews and offers On- 
μα κέως as another possibility. 


H81. Block of white limestone (I 7342) with inscription 
complete except where chipped or worn by foot traffic. 
The upper side of the front face was dressed smooth as a 
background for the lettering; the lower part is rough 
picked. Found on July 25, 1971, built into the north wall 
of the room of the fish mosaic in Areopagus House C, 
northeast of the Areopagus (Q 21). 


H. 0.33 m.; W. 0.35 m.; Th. undetermined; L.H. 
0.016-0.018 (0.03 m. for numerals). 


Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” pp. 274-276, no. 2, photograph 
pl. 53; SEG XXXIV, 163. 


8[plo[s οἰκ]ία[ς ἀπ]οτ[ετ]ι[μ]- 
ημένης προικὸς [KA]- 
ειταρέτης τῆς Σ[κύ}]- 
θο Dpeap(p)io θυ[γ]α[τ]- 
5 pos ΧΙ] vacat 
vacat 


See Miller’s commentary on the prosopography and 
chronology of this text. 
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H82 (Pl. 6). Block of Akropolis limestone (I 7001), 
roughly rectangular in shape; broken off at the upper 
right corner. The area of the inscription has been roughly 
dressed, but the other surfaces have been left in their 
quarried state. Rediscovered on May 10, 1965, north of 
the Amyneion on the south side of the Areopagus (F 30). 


H. 0.61 m.; W. 0.53 m.; Th. 0.28 m.; L.H. 0.015 m. 
(0.025 m. for numerals). 


Ed. E. Ziebarth, SitzAkadBerlin, 1897, p. 665, no. 2; 
J. Kirchner, JG II*, 2671; Finley, pp. 160-161, no. 148; 
B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 36, 1967, pp. 99-100, no. 32, 
photograph pl. 29; SEG XXIV, 207. 

ὅρος οἰκίας ἀποτίμημα πρ[οικὺς] 
Πατροκλείαι θυγατρὶ Παντήν[ορος] 
Φρεαρ(ρίου) XP νυαεαί 
vacat 
Line 1: Ziebarth, the editors of JG, and Finley print 


ἀ[ποτ]ίμημα, but traces of all three bracketed letters are visible 
on the stone. 


H83. Fragment of white marble (I 7003), broken on all 
sides but preserving part of the inscribed face and 
possibly part of the original back. Found on August 28, 
1965, in a marble pile between the Middle Stoa and the 
east end of the South Stoas (N 14). 


H. 0.17 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.038 m.; L.H. 0.009- 
0.013 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 36, 1967, p. 99, no. 31, 
photograph pl. 29; SEG XXIV, 206. 


[Spo]s 

[x]wpto ἀπο- 

[τιμημένο 

[προι]κὸς Καλ- 
5. [-Ἰσης ΧΙΞΞ 


vacat 


ΠΡΑΣΙΣ ΕΠῚ AYZE!I 


Η84. A stele of Pentelic marble (I 1978), broken on the 
left side and bottom. The upper four inscribed lines, 
which are lightly erased, are the notice of πρᾶσις ἐπὶ 
λύσει, the text of which is given here. Below this docu- 
ment on the stone is another security horos of the dotal 
type (H78). Found on May 9, 1934, in a cistern of the 1st 
century B.c., northwest of the Church of Dionysios the 
Areopagite (M 23). 

H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.192 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.005- 
0.017 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, pp. 54-55, 
no. 18 A, photograph p. 54; Fine, p. 32, no. 14; Finley, 
p. 138, no. 71. 


a. 309/8 a. 


[ἐπὶ Δη)μητρίου ἄρχον- 
[Tos ὅρ]ος οἰκίας πεπραμ- 
[ἐνης] ἐπὶ λύσει : ΙΒΉΗ 
[ἐραϊνισταᾶῖς —-vacat 


H85. Fragment of blue-white marble (I 1888) with 
parts of the inscribed face, rough-picked back, and, possi- 
bly, a bit of the upper right edge preserved; broken away 
on all the other edges. Found on April 24, 1934, in the 
mouth of the aperture in the round basin beneath the 
second Temple of Apollo Patroés (H 7). 


H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.228 m.; Th. 0.097 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.015 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 5, no. 10, photograph pl. 2; Finley, p. 186, 
no. 85 A. 
[Spo]s οἰκίας πε- 
ἱπραἸμένης [ἐ]πὶ 
[λύσει] vacat 
Iine’s restorations are undoubtedly correct, and I ob- 
serve on the stone a few confirming letter traces not de- 
tected by him or his correspondent, J. H. Kent. 


Line 1: The line of letters swings downward on the right 
side, and about the penultimate space, one of the verticals of pi 
is visible; to its right are the lower two horizontals and the 
lower half of the vertical of a letter which can only be epsilon. 

Line 2: After the traces of eta is the upper stroke of sigma; in 
the area of the penultimate letter space is the lower part of a 
vertical, possibly of pi; in the last space is a tilted vertical which 
was probably intended as iota. 


H86. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 1455), broken 
all around except for part of the inscribed face, which 
had been rough picked to receive the lettering, and possi- 
bly a rough bottom edge. Found on February 27, 1934, in 
a mixed Hellenistic and Roman context southwest of the 
Agora Square (D-F 13-15). 

H. 0.18 m.; W. 0.155 m.; Th. 0.056 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 53, no. 16, 
photograph p. 53; Fine, p. 31, no. 12; Finley, p. 133, 
no. 48. 


[S]p[os χωρί]- 
[o] πεπίραμ]- 
[e]vo ἐπίϊ Av]- 
[σ]ει : XH [--] 


lacuna? 


Line 2: To the right of epsilon the lower part of a vertical 
stroke is visible at the broken edge. 


With the original edition I could detect no letter traces 


below line 4, but Fine sees evidence of a fifth line which 
presumably contained the name of the creditor. 
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H87. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 1117) with rough- 
ly broken edges. The crudely lettered text is intact except 
in the upper right corner and where there is surface chip- 
ping. Found on January 4, 1934, built into a modern 
house wall southwest of the Tholos (F 12). 


H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.21 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 7, 1938, pp. 93-94, no. 14, 
photograph p. 94; Fine, p. 31, no. 11; Finley, p. 134, 
no. 53. 


ὅρος xwpto[v] 

πεπραμένου 

ἐπὶ λύσει : FH 

Κίρωνι Πιθεῖ 

ᾧ ; 
vacat 
Line 4: There seems to be overlapping of rho and omega, 

but, as Finley notes, the name may be Kimon rather than 
Kiron. 


H88. Red conglomerate block (I 7343). The inscription, 
near the top of the front face, was carved on top of a 
smooth patch of lime deposit and consequently has fallen 
away in part. Found on May 14, 1971, re-used with the 
inscription upside down, in the north wall of Roman 
House H (Q 20). 


H. 0.60 m.; W. 1.30 m.; Th. ca. 0.50 m.; L.H. 0.013- 
0.016 m. 


Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” p. 279, no. 4, photograph pl. 54; 
SEG XXXIV, 162. 
ὅρος οἰκίας 
[π]επίρα]μένης 
[ἐπὶ λύσει----Ἰ ΕΡΚΗΙΔΑΙΣ 
The last letters of the third line very likely formed a 


dative plural signifying the creditors of this security loan 
(Miller). 


H89. Large block of Akropolis limestone (I 7209). The 
editor, S. G. Miller, observes that the inscription was 
noted by J. W. Graham in 1964 and perhaps noticed by 
German excavators in the 1890’s. It was rediscovered on 
April 26, 1971, in sttu as one block of the polygonal wall 
of a house on the southwest side of the Areopagus (F 30). 


H. 0.58 m.; W. 0.71 m.; Th. 0.33 m.; L.H. Text A 
0.018-0.027 m., Text B 0.009-0.021 m. 


Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” pp. 276-279, no. 3, drawing 
p. 277, photograph pl. 53; SEG XXXIV, 160. 


Text A ὅρος oikt- 
[a]s πεπραμ- 


/ 9 _\ / 
evns ἐπι λυσ- 


Text B et. HHH . . ἐρανιστ- 
5 αἷς rots pera Πυθο- 
δώρου [᾿Αθμ]ονέως ANO 
ΠΟΑ.Α.Σ..... ΔΑΘΕΙῚ 

Miller gives a thorough and perceptive analysis of this 
difficult inscription. The first three lines (Text A) differ 
from the remainder (Text B) in their width, in the size of 
their letters, in the hand of the letter cutter, and in the 
lower surface on which they are carved. Miller reason- 
ably concludes that these differences suggest a chrono- 
logical progression and that Text B represents a later 
πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει to a new creditor of the property men- 
tioned in Text A. The “erasing” by deep vertical gouges 
of Text B must have followed the voiding, probably by 
payment, of this later contract with the creditors, the era- 
nistai. As Miller concedes, this explanation finds diffi- 
culty in the fact that Text A is more recessed, whereas we 
would expect Text B to be at the lower level if it were 
more recent. It is possible that Text A occupies the area 
of a short contract of even earlier date which was com- 
pletely cut away from the stone. There are sporadic 
traces of a third text, but they now lie only under Text B, 
and they represent letters too small to have been part of 
Text A. A further problem still is the meaning of the 
letters at the end of line 6 and in line 7. Miller entertains 
the idea of a temporal qualification in the security loan 
and offers a restoration exempli gratia, but in the end he 
concludes that the precise significance of this part of 
Text B remains unknown. 


H90. Fragment of a stele of Hymettian marble (I 5357) 
with parts of the original front face, back, top, and 
bottom preserved; the left side is broken away, and the 
right edge is badly damaged. The inscribed surface is 
much worn and encrusted with water deposit. Found on 
March 22, 1938, built into a modern house wall south of 
the Church of the Holy Apostles (Ο- 18). 


H. 0.23 m.; W. 0.155 m.; Th. 0.055 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 11-12, no. 22, photograph pl. 4; Finley, 
p. 191, no. 171 B. 


ὅρος xw[ptov] 
[κ]αὶ οἰκ[ίας πε]- 
[πρα]μένωϊν ἐπὶ] 
[λύσε]ι... τί-- -- --Ἰ 


[-- --ἸΣ vacat 


I have detected on the stone a few more letters and 
traces of letters than have Fine and his correspondent, 
J. H. Kent, but in all cases these observations confirm 
Fine’s restoration of the formulas. 
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Line 1: In the two spaces to the right of sigma are visible suc- 
cessively the lower left and upper right diagonals of chi, and the 
left leg and a trace of the curve of omega. 

Line 2: One space to the right of alpha is the lower third of 
iota. In the next three spaces to the right are successively most of 
the left semicircle of omicron, the lower third of iota, and the 
two diagonal strokes of kappa. 

Line 4: About three or four letter spaces into the line are the 
lower two thirds of a vertical stroke which I restore as iota. In 
the third space to the right of this is a complete tau. 

Line 5 or 6: About two lines, but possibly one line below the 
restored iota of line 4 is a complete sigma. 


Strictly speaking, Finley is correct that ἀποτετιμημέ- 
νων is a possible restoration in lines three and four, but 
given the now fairly secure restoration of line one, the 
longer word would seem to lengthen unduly lines three or 
four. 


H91. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5507) with part 
of the inscribed face and possibly part of the original left 
side preserved. Found on May 31, 1938, in a marble pile 
in the area south of the Church of the Holy Apostles 
(N-Q 17-19). 

H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.13 m.; Th. 0.035 m.; L.H. 0.018- 
0.024 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 13, no. 24, photograph pl. 5; Finley, 
p. 185, no. 66 C. 


[ὅρος xwpi]- 
ov πείπραμ!]- 
ἐνουί--------Ἰ 
' τετί---- -- --] 
lacuna 


Line 4: To the left of the first tau is the upper part of what 
seems to be a vertical letter stroke, perhaps the right vertical of 
eta but more likely iota, which would be more in line with the 
first letters of the preceding lines. 


As Fine notes, the name of the purchaser probably ei- 
ther preceded the ἐπὶ λύσει (cf. H108) or the ἐπὶ λύσει 
was omitted as in JG 112, 2763 and 2764 and JG XII 8, 
22; against the thesis of F. Pringsheim (The Greek Law 
of Sale, Weimar 1950, pp. 157-179) that these horoi 
lacking explicit reference to encumbrance are notices of 
actual sales rather than security transactions, see the 
summarizing argument and new evidence of P. Millett 
(footnote 103 above, p. 18), pp. 227-230. 


H92 (Pl. 6). Irregularly shaped slab of Hymettian mar- 
ble (I 5376), apparently intact. The inscribed area has 
been dressed with a toothed chisel, but the rest of the 
stone is rough cut. Found on March 29, 1938, near the 
modern surface south of the Church of the Holy Apostles 
(O 18). 

H. 0.26 m.; W. 0.274 m.; Th. 0.063 m.; L.H. 0.013- 
0.037 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 12-13, no. 23, photograph pl. 5; Finley, 
p. 185, no. 67 A. 
ὅρος οἰκίας 
πεπραμέν- 
ης ἐπὶ λύσει 
τῶι δήμωι τ- 
ὧι Κεραμέω- 
vy ΧΧΧ ναοαί 


vacat 


cn 


For the demes as contracting parties in the use of real 
security, cf. JG II?, 2670 and H99; see also Fine, loc. cit. 


H93. Slab of white stone with blue-gray veins (I 5748) 
with parts of inscribed face, top edge, and badly chipped 
right side preserved; broken off at right and bottom. 
Found on March 30, 1939, built into a modern wall 
southwest of the Eleusinion and west of the Panathenaic 
Way (S 21). 


H. 0.145 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.056 m.; L.H. 0.013- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 13, no. 25, photograph pl. 5; Finley, 
pp. 185-186, no. 82 B. 
[ὅρος χωἰἝρί]- 
[ov] πεπρία]- 
μένου [----] 
[.]exos [--] 
lacuna 
Line 3: Most of the right stroke of mu is visible at the broken 


left edge of the stone. To the right of omicron is a small vertical 
cut which appears to be part of a letter stroke. 


Fine restores προικός in lines 3/4; for security horoi 
linking πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει with dowries, see JG 112, 
2681-2683; H104; Fine, pp. 162-163; Finley, Chap. IV 
at note 59. In this case Finley would prefer the restora- 
tion of a proper name to προικός. 


H94. Slab of Hymettian marble (I 5881), mended from 
two fragments. Perhaps the right side and top are 
original with the use of the stone as a horos, but the back, 
bottom, and left sides are roughly broken away. The 
inscribed face has been dressed with a toothed chisel. ‘The 
letters are shallowly scratched and very uneven. Found 
on June 17, 1939, built into a modern house wall in the 
Industrial District northwest of the Areopagus (D 19). 


H. 0.24 m.; W. 0.215 m.; Th. 0.072 m.; L.H. 0.008- 
0.030 m. 
Ed. Fine, pp. 13-15, no. 26, photograph pl. 5; Finley, 
pp. 183-184, no. 31 A-B. 
Hand I 


[ὅρ]ος [χωρίου] 
[καὶ οἰἸκ[ο]πέδο[υ] 
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[πε]πραμένων 
[ἐπ]: λύσει [-- ----]Ἰ 
5 AAI 
K'T 
wos Βατῆθεν 
vacat 


Hand II 
XHHH 
5. [ἐ]ρανισίσ)ταῖς r[o]- 
[ς μίετὰ Βλεπαίο[υ] 

Line 4 (Hand I): Fine’s correspondent, J. Η. Kent, observes ἃ 
vertical stroke under the chi of Hand II, and Fine, although he 
could not detect it on squeeze or photograph, restores it as the nu- 
meral H. I could see in this area only the dressing marks of a 
toothed chisel; therefore I restore nothing to the right of λύσει. 

Line 7: I agree with Kent that the vertical stroke at the left 
margin is iota; Fine himself suggests nu, which would give us 
vos, the ending of a patronymic. 


Fine gives a full epigraphic commentary on this diffi- 
cult text, which Kent correctly recognized as a palimpsest. 
Above, I have printed the overlapping texts separately as 
did Fine. Apparently Hand I carved a full document of 
sale ἐπὶ λύσει with the sum in lines 4 and 5, the name of 
the creditor in line 6, and his demotic in line 7. Later, 
Hand II used the same stone to record another sale, possi- 
bly of the same property, to eranistar. Since the terms of 
this new agreement were the same as those of its predeces- 
sor through the word λύσει, Hand II simply executed a 
half-hearted erasure beyond that point and superimposed 
the value of the new sale and the designation of the new 
creditors. Hand II left line 7 of the earlier inscription un- 
erased either because he did not need the space or because 
the eranist Blepaios was, like the creditor of the first trans- 
action, from the deme of Bate. 


H95. Block of red conglomerate (I 6013), roughly sur- 
faced even on the inscribed face. Broken away at the top 
and left edges. Found on June 13, 1947, built into a By- 
zantine house wall southwest of the Agora and east of the 
Great Drain (D 18). 


H. 0.265 m.; W. 0.35 m.; Th. 0.14 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 33, 1964, p. 226, no. 75, 

photograph pl. 37; SEG XXI, 660. 

[ὅρος οἰκίας] 

[πεπραμ]ένη[ς] 

[ἐπὶ λύσ]ει Πείθωνι 

[Μαρα]θωνίωι 

5 [Ἁρμο]δίωι Ἀ- 
[φι]δναίωι ΧΙΒ 
vacat 


Line 6: Meritt brackets chi, but I observe on the stone all but 
the lower left diagonal of that letter. 


H96. Fragment of white marble with blue veins (I 6554), 
preserving parts of the original front face, rough-picked 
back, and right side. The right side is beveled back at an 
acute angle to the inscribed face. Found on June 17, 1952, 
in a pile of marbles from the southeast corner of the Agora 
Square (K-P 14-17). 


H. 0.135 m.; W. 0.142 m.; Th. 0.044 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 32, 1963, p. 44, no. 54, 
photograph pl. 2; SEG XXI, 659. 


[ὅρος] οἰκ[ίας] 
[πεπρα]Ἱμένης ἐπίὶ] 
[λύσει] ΒΉΗΗ — vacat 


vacat 


H97. Fragment of blue limestone (I 5970) with part of 
the inscribed surface and possibly part of the right side 
preserved. The lettering is badly eroded. Found on April 
4, 1947, in a Byzantine context in the Industrial District 
east of the Great Drain (D 18). 


H. 0.118 m.; W. 0.095 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.018 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 15-16, no. 27, photograph pl. 5; Finley, 
p. 185, no. 66 D. 

[ὅρος xwp]to 
[πεπραἹμένο 
[ἐπὶ λ]ύσ[ε]ι} [--] 
[---]e Ἄνα- 

5. [φλυ]σί[τ]ί[ωἱ] 

lacuna 


The text as edited may have been preceded by an archon’s 
name, for in the upper right corner there seem to be vertical 
letter traces of one or two lines preceding ὅρος χωρίο. 

Line 3: Iota is visible in the second space to the right of 
sigma, and in one space farther to the right is a vertical stroke 
with part of a diagonal connected to it at the top and sloping 
down to the right. 


H98. Stele of Hymettian marble (I 6491), mended from 
two fragments; the original bottom edge and most of the 
left edge are missing, and the front face is badly chipped 
at the upper and lower right side. The upper front face 
was dressed smooth for the inscription, but the other sur- 
faces were rough picked. Found on April 2, 1952, in a 
modern context near the Great Drain east of the Church 
of the Holy Apostles (Q 15). 


H. 0.295 m.; W. 0.205 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 
0.016 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 32, 1963, p. 43, no. 52, 
photograph pl. 13; SEG XXI, 657. 
ὅρος οἰ[κίας] 
πεπραμένη] ς] 
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Καλλικρατίδε- 
ι Στειριεῖ Φίλω- 
5. νι ἱΡαμνοσίωι) 
ἐπὶ λύσει Χ vacat 
vacat 


Line 1: Meritt’s restoration of the aspirate eta as the first 
letter cannot be certain since the lettering is somewhat irregular 
and the first lines are sometimes indented. 

Line 2: At the broken left edge the short right vertical stroke 
of pi is visible. 


H99. Rough block of Pentelic marble (I 7060), tapering 
inward from top to bottom. Most of the original edges are 
preserved, but the inscribed face is badly chipped and 
worn. Found on July 15, 1969, in the west wing of Areo- 
pagus House C (O 21). 


H. 0.24 m.; W. 0.145 m.; Th. 0.081 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.014 m. 


Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” pp. 279-280, no. 5, photograph 
pl. 54; SEG XXXIV, 161. 
ὅρος o[ix]- 
las πεπ- 
ραμένη- 
ς ἐπὶ λύσ- 
5. εἰ Φηγαι- 
εῦσι..Η 
vacat 


For the demes as contracting parties, see H92. 


H100. Fragment of blue-gray marble (I 7141) veined 
with brown, broken away at the right side and bottom; 
the inscribed face is badly weathered, the back surface 
rough picked. Found on June 13, 1970, re-used in a By- 
zantine wall (N 6). 


H. 0.157 m.; W. 0.123 m.; Th. 0.057 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.011 m. 
Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” p. 280, no. 6, photograph pl. 54; 
SEG XXXIV, 159. 
[δ]ρος χω[ρίο] 
πεπραϊμέν]- 
ο ἐπὶ λ[ύσει Κ]- 
αλλίππίωι Πα]᾿- 
5 λληνεῖῖ--5.5.] 
ol. |v[--—] 


lacuna 


H101. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 238) from the up- 
per right corner of a rectangular slab. Found on May 17, 
1932, in a marble pile at the north foot of the Areopagus 
(F-G 16-17). 

H. 0.090 m.; W. 0.074 m.; Th. 0.047 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.027 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 4-5, no. 9, photograph pl. 2; Finley, 
p. 187, no. 101 A. 


/ 


[δρο]ς 
[χωρίου καὶ] οἰ- 
[κήματος] πε- 
[πραμένων é]- 

[ \ 


πὶ Avoet——— | 
lacuna 


5 


For οἰκήματος, which here fits the spacing better than 
οἰκίας, cf. JG II?, 2735. 


H102. Irregular fragment of Hymettian marble (I 1973), 
broken slightly on the left and right sides but elsewhere 
probably preserving its original dimensions. Found on 
May 8, 1934, built into a modern cellar wall over the cen- 
tral part of the Middle Stoa (M 13). 


H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.215 m.; Th. 0.063 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.027 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 54, no. 17, 
photograph p. 54; Fine, pp. 31-32, no. 13; Finley, p. 138, 
no. 72. 

ὅρος 

[οἰϊκίας πεπραμένηϊς-] 
ἐπὶ λύσει 
ΧΡ 


vacat 


H103. Fragment of bluish stone with white veins 
(I 2058), broken off at bottom and right edges but else- 
where apparently preserving the original shape. Found on 
November 3, 1934, built into a modern house wall east of 
the southern part of the Odeion of Agrippa (N-O 11). 


H. 0.145 m.; W. 0.152 m.; Th. 0.044 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 5-6, no. 11, photograph pl. 2; Finley, 
p. 185, no. 66 B. 
ὅρος 
χωρίου] 
πεπραμίένου] 
[ἐπὶ λ]ύσει [----Ἰ 
lacuna 


Lines 3 and 4 are lightly erased or badly worn. In line 4, iota 
is visible after the traces of epsilon. 


H104. Block of white marble (I 2251), mended from two 
fragments. The preserved left edge forms an obtuse angle 
to the front face; parts of the right and bottom edges are 
broken away; most of the inscribed area is preserved, but 
the lettering of the lower left fragment is badly worn and 
pitted. Found on December 21, 1934, built into a modern 
house wall over the east end of the Middle Stoa (N 13). 
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H. 0.28 m.; W. 0.31 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 6-7, no. 12, photograph pl. 2; Finley, 
p. 183, no. 21 A. 
[ὅρ]ος χωρίου καὶ οἰκίας 
[πεπ]ραμένων ἐπὶ λύ[σει) 
προ[ικ]ὸς XX 
Μ.. “4.7. AIKYPIO 


Line 1: The right half of the second omicron of ὅρος is 
visible. 


While recognizing the epigraphical uncertainties of 
lines 4 and 5, Fine suggests a partial and tentative resto- 
ration which is very reasonable as such: 


“If this restoration is correct, apparently we are to under- 
stand that the farm and house were sold ἐπὶ λύσει as se- 
curity for the dowry to M- and her kyrios, A- of Melite” 
(Fine). For the use of the πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει contract as 
security for a dowry, see H93. 


H105. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 2728), pre- 
serving parts of the inscribed face and original top and 
back surfaces. Found on March 30, 1935, in destruction 
debris of the Palace of the Giants over the East Building 
of the South Square (O 14). 


H. 0.055 m.; W. 0.082 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.015 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 7, no. 13, photograph pl. 3; Finley, p. 187, 
no. 101 B. 
[ἐπὶ ---- --- ἄρ]χον[τος] 
[ὅρος-- -- -- -- Ἰπεπρ[αμεέ]- 
[ν.. ἐπὶ λύσει--------Ἰ 
lacuna 


Fine’s restoration of χωρίου in line 2 cannot be 
certain. 


H106. A rough-quarried stone of Hymettian marble 
(I 4231) with all but the upper left corner of the inscribed 
surface intact. Found on June 1, 1936, at the modern 
surface north of the Odeion of Agrippa (M 7). 


H. 0.335 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.08 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 10, no. 19, photograph pl. 4; Finley, 
p. 187, no. 92 A. 
[Spo]s οἰκίας καὶ xa- 
[π]ηλείου Kat κήπ- 
OV πεπραμένων 


ἐπὶ λύσει Καλλίπ- 
5. πωι Φαληρεῖ : "Κ 
vacat 


H107. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4134) with all 


_original surfaces broken away except for parts of the in- 


scribed face and left edge. Found on May 6, 1936, built 
into the wall of a Turkish bothros west of the northern 
part of the Stoa of Attalos (P 7). 


H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.174 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.015 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 9-10, no. 18, photograph pl. 4; Finley, 
p. 186, no. 85 B. 


[ὅρος] 

[o]ixtas [ἐπὶ] 

λύσει πεπίρα]- 

[μ]ένη[ς----] 

lacuna 
Line 1: The traces of rho and a second omicron observed by 

Fine are no longer visible, as the surface has been chipped away 
in that area. 


In this inscription, placement of the participle after ἐπὶ 
λύσει reverses the usual order of the formula. 


H108. A slab of Hymettian marble (I 3701), probably 
preserving its original shape except for a break in the up- 
per right corner. The inscribed face is rough, but the back 
surface is dressed smooth. Found on March 7, 1936, in a 
marble pile north of the Odeion of Agrippa (L-M 8). 


H. 0.18 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.055 m.; L.H. 0.008- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 8-9, no. 17, photograph pl. 3; Finley, 
p. 182, no. 18 A; W. K. Pritchett, American Historical 
Review 58, 1952 (pp. 337-338), p. 338. 


ὅρος χωρίου] 

καὶ οἰκίας [πε]- 
πραμένης ᾿Α[σ]- 
[parle ----- ΙΙ 


XXX oper 

vacat 
Pritchett’s review of Fine and Finley seems right in the 
observation that the area of lines 4 and 5 was at some 
time erased, although there is apparent continuity of 
lines 3 and 4 in the proper name ᾿Ασφάλης. In the re- 
mainder of line 4 the traces seem to me so vague as to rule 
out any reconstruction, including Fine’s é]a[t λ]ύσίει], 
and I would subscribe to Pritchett’s suggestion that lines 
4 and 5 continued with a nomen and a demotic. The 

lower half of omicron is clear in the first space of line 5. 

In line 6, beyond the numeral, it seems that the only let- 
ters cut were the extant ὀφελ, apparently an abbreviation 
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of ὀφείλειν. The iota of ὀφειλ which Fine reads in his 
photograph is a fracture line. 


H109. Block of Hymettian marble (I 4245), broken or 
chipped on all sides, but the original dimensions may be 
roughly preserved. Inscribed on two faces. The surface of 
Face A has been smooth picked with a toothed chisel, but 
Face B is rough picked. Found on June 10, 1936, in the 
late Hellenistic fill of a cistern on Kolonos Agoraios, 
north of the Hephaisteion (E-G 2). 


H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.13 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.015 m. 

Ed. Fine, pp. 10-11, no. 20, photographs pl. 4; Finley, 
p. 186, no. 85 C. 


Face Α [8]pos οἰ[κ]- FaceB ᾿Αρίστωϊν]- 


[t]as πε[πρ]- os ΓαργητΊ- 

[αμένης------Ἰ [τίου------ --Ἰ 

[---]oo[--] lacuna 
lacuna 


Since part of the first line of Face A is preserved, it is 
likely, but not certain, that ᾿Αρίστω[ν] constituted the 
first line on Face B. It is therefore not certain whether the 
text of Face B is a separate document or a continuation of 
that on Face A. Fine suggests that the two sigmas in line 
4 of Face A may belong to a proper name, or may have 
formed part of the word ἐρανισ{σ)ταῖς, misspelled as in 
H94 above. He notes that if the latter were the case, the 
text of Face B might then be explained as a continuation 
of the document preserved on Face A with the following 
restoration: [épam|o{o}[rats rots pera] ᾿Αρίστωϊν]ος. 
Fine speculates alternatively that, since a considerable 
portion of the bottom of the stone may be lost, line 1 of 
Face B might be the continuation of a second document 
which began on a lost lower portion of Face A. 


H110. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 3682), broken 
on all sides except for part of the rough-picked front face 
and possibly a bit of the original left side. Found on 
March 6, 1936, in a marble pile, near the Tholos (F-G 
11). 

H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.172 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.018 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 8, no. 16, photograph pl. 3; Finley, p. 186, 
no. 86 A. 
ὅρος κοπ[ρῶνος] 
[κ]αὶ οἰκημ[ατίου] 
[πεπ]ρ[αμένων ἐπὶ] 
[λύσει-- -- -------- ] 


lacuna 


With Fine I observe apparent letter traces at the bro- 
ken edge of the stone above line 1 as transcribed here and 
consider that the inscription may have begun with an ar- 
chon’s name. 


As parallels for the restoration of lines 1 and 2, see 
IG 112, 2742 and 2496, lines 9-12; C. Vatin (“Jardins 
et services de voirie,” BCH 100, 1976, pp. 555-564) 
strengthens the interpretation of κοπρών in these texts as 
privy rather than dung heap. 


H111. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 3647), pre- 
serving parts of the original inscribed face, left side, top 
edge, and, possibly, the rough-cut back. Found on Febru- 
ary 29, 1936, on the modern surface west of the northern 
part of the Stoa of Attalos (O-P 8). 


H. 0.108 m.; W. 0.113 m.; Th. 0.031 m.; L.H. 0.017 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 7-8, no. 15, photograph pl. 3; Finley, 
p. 184, no. 39 A. 
Spo[s οἰκίας] 
καὶ x[wpiov πεπρ]- 
αμ[ένων ἐπὶ Av]- 
σίει -- -- -- -- -- - ] 
lacuna 


H112 (Pl. 7). A large, roughly cubic block of gray lime- 
stone with yellowish veins (I 7498). The surface is rough 
picked except for the inscribed area, which has been 
dressed with a toothed chisel. The inscription, which was 
shallowly cut, is badly eroded and may have been partial- 
ly erased, as some of the chiseling is below the level of the 
letters. Letters and traces are detectable only in four 
lines. The stone is large beyond the purposes of the in- 
scription and may have been a wall block. Found in April 
1975 in a modern house wall just southeast of the Stoa of 
Attalos (R 13). 


H. 0.33 m.; W. 0.275 m.; Th. 0.28 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.015 m.; the horizontal letter spacing is ca. 0.020- 
0.025 m. 


Unpublished. 


see PA see) 
[-- €p]yaornpto[v——] 
[- πεπ)]ραμέν[ω]ν[-----Ἰ 


Line 1: The first trace of a letter is the lower part of a vertical 
stroke. In the following space are most of a left vertical and a 
diagonal sloping downward to the right, probably of nu. 

Line 2: Of the dotted eta the upper halves of the verticals are 
preserved. 

Line 3: Dotted rho is restored from a full vertical and part of 
an upper horizontal joining it at the right. In the following 
space are the vertex and lower left diagonal of alpha. Of dotted 
nu the left vertical and part of the diagonal survive. 

Line 4: The only clear traces, below epsilon of line 3, are the 
upper and lower parts of a diagonal sloping up to the right. 


The letters in line 1 are so close to the top of the chiseled 
surface that they must be part of the original first line of 
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the inscription, although they do not suggest the opening 
formula of a security horos or an archon’s name. Since the 
stone is shaped like a building block and the chiseled area 
extends to the left and right edges, it may be that the origi- 
nal text spread over adjoining stones. Ergasteria are 
mentioned as encumbered real estate in nine other extant 
security horoi (Finley, p. 121, no. 7; pp. 142-143, nos. 87-- 
96; p. 165, no. 161; p. 191, no. 166 A; SEG XXI, 655; see 
also Finley, pp. 65-71 for a discussion of ergasteria in real 
security), and most of these involve πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει. As 
only the genitive plural of the participle can be restored in 
line 3, the security would have included property in 
addition to the ergasterion, probably land, another build- 
ing, or a work force of slaves. 


H113. Block of Hymettian marble (I 3450) with all 
original surfaces broken away except for part of the 
inscribed face. Found on February 18, 1936, built into a 
modern house wall over the western part of South Stoa II 
(K 15). 

H. 0.285 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.09 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 7, no. 14, photograph pl. 3; Finley, 
pp. 184-185, no. 66 A. 

[S]pos οἰκ[ιῶν πεπρα]- 

μένωϊν ἐπὶ λύσει] 

a | 

[ITaca[ve}e(t] 

5 X 
vacat 


Line 5 is badly weathered and may originally have included 
more numerals. 


YITIOKEIMENH ΕΠῚ AYZEI 


H1i14 (Pl. 7). Block of Hymettian marble (I 6613), in- 
tact except for chipping at the upper left corner, right 
center, and possibly the lower left. The front face of the 
stone was used for two inscriptions, the first (Text A) 
being partially erased with chisel marks, and the second 
(Text B) added in large letters after the stone had been 
turned upside down. Found on April 22, 1953, in a drain 
southeast of the Church of the Holy Apostles (P 17). 


H. 0.22 m.; W. 0.175 m.; Th. 0.028 m.; L.H. Text A 
0.006-—0.010 m., Text B 0.008-0.018 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 32, 1963, p. 44, no. 53, 
photograph pl. 13; SEG XXI, 658. 


Text A ὅρος oikia[s] Text B [8]pos οἰκίας 
ὑποκειμέν[η-ς] ὑποκειμένης 
ἐπὶ λύσει ἐπὶ λύσει 
Καλλίαιι) Καλλίαι 

5 Εὐωνυ(μεῖ----Ἰ] 5 Εὐωνυμεῖ H 
vacat vacat 


For the problems involved in understanding the mean- 
ing of ὑποθήκη as the term is used in regard to transac- 
tions of real security, see Fine, Chap. IV; Finley, pp. 28- 
31. Although modern scholars customarily refer to the 
hypothec as a contract designated by the verbs ὑποτι- 
θέναι or ὑποκεῖσθαι, the use of either term does not nec- 
essarily mark a transaction as a hypothec. Fine argues 
(pp. 62, 69, and 74-82) that these verbs may often have 
been used with a general meaning signifying any kind of 
contract in which real security was involved, and he cites 
a number of contracts from inscriptions and orations 
which, although they lack the term ἐπὶ λύσει, were 
arguably cases of πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει. But he also contends 
(pp. 94-95; see also footnote 110 above, p. 18) that the 
hypothec in a more specific sense was a later alternative 
to πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει by which the debtor, in retaining 
ownership of a partially encumbered property, could use 
it as security for further loans up to the full value of that 
property. In the present inscription we have the first 
known document using the verb ὑποκεῖσθαι with the 
formula ἐπὶ λύσει. Since the Athenians were often not 
precise or technical in their use of ὑποκεῖσθαι, and since 
the horoi were intended as notices of encumbrance rather 
than official records of contracts, we are probably dealing 
here with two cases of sale with the right of redemp- 
tion in which ὑποκειμένης served the same purpose as 
πεπραμένης. 


ANTICHRESIS 


H115 (Pl. 7). Fragment of poros (I 6983), broken on all 
sides except for the top, which is beveled downward from 
the inscribed face. Most of the inscribed area is rough 
and pitted. Found on June 11, 1964, in fill overlying the 
west end of an andron south of the Lesche located on the 
south side of the Areopagus (C 29). 

H. 0.217 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.06 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 

Ed. Miller, “Horoi,” pp. 280-281, no. 7, photograph 
pl. 54; A. P. Christophilopoulos, Nopuxa ᾿Επιγραφικά, 
Athens 1977, p. 70; SEG XXVII, 10. 

[ἐπὶ .°*.* Jeoluls [4]px[o]yz[os] 
[μηνὸς] Μουνιχιῶν[ος] 

[ὅρος οἰκία]ς ὑποκε[ιμέν]- 

[ns “6. 4]σι[κ]λε[Π] Θρι[ασίωι] 
— ὥσ]τε ἔχειν κ[αὶ κρα]- 
[τεῖν Klara συνθήϊΪκας τὰς] 
[κειμ]ένας παρ[ὰ-- ------Ἰ 

erased 


Line 1 has been erased, but still yields a few letter strokes. 
Line 8 is erased and completely illegible. 
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See Miller for commentary on the traces in line 1, the 
possible restorations of the archon’s name, and the dating 
of a mortgage by month. 

With Christophilopoulos I restore Θρι[ασίῳ] rather 
than Miller’s Θριᾶσι. 


UNCERTAIN TYPE 


H116. Stele of Hymettian marble (I 293), broken off at 
the bottom; most of the smooth-dressed front and parts of 
the rough top, back, and sides preserved but all badly 
chipped. Parts of all five lines of crude lettering are pre- 
served. Found in 1933, built into the wall of a modern 
house east of the Civic Offices (J 12). 


H. 0.14 m.; W. 0.205 m.; Th. 0.07 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 3, 1934, p. 65, no. 57; 
A. E. Raubitschek, Hesperia 11, 1942, p. 313; S. Dow 
and A. H. Travis, Hesperia 12, 1943, pp. 163-164; Fine, 
p. 28, no. 1 and pp. 25-26, Addendum II, ὃ, photograph 
pl. 7; Finley, p. 161, no. 151. 

ἐϊπὶ- ---- -Ἰων [----ἄρχ]- 
οντος ὅρος olixtas Ε]- 
ὑμζέγ)νει Τη[------ ] 
[Δ],(ε)κελέως a[----] 
5. [ἀ]ποτιμημία] 
vacal 

Line 1: With Finley I observe the greater part of a letter 

which can only be omega. In the next letter space is a left verti- 


cal leaning slightly to the right, possibly of nu, and beyond that, 
the lower part of another vertical leaning to the right. 


Since πίροικός] as well as π[αιδί] could be restored in 
line 4, the classification of this contract as a μίσθωσις 
οἴκου is not certain; Fine favors the latter restoration on 
the grounds that it would fit better within the apparent 
width of the lines. 

For a summary of the inconclusive debate about resto- 
ration of the archon’s name, see Fine, pp. 26-27. 


H117. Stele of Hymettian marble (I 5873), broken off at 
the right; parts of front, back, left side, and possibly bot- 
tom preserved. The inscribed area has been dressed with 
a toothed chisel, and the lettering is unusually neat for a 
security inscription. Found on June 8, 1939, at the Late 
Hellenistic level in a cistern west of the Panathenaic Way 
(R 21). 

H. 0.175 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.058 m.; L.H. 0.009- 
0.013 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 2, no. 3, photograph pl. 1; Finley, p. 190, 
164 A. 


a. 267/6 a. 
ἐπὶ Πει[θιδήμου ἄρ]- 
χοντος [ὅρος ----- ] 
ἀποτίμηϊμα--------Ἰ 
᾿Αντιφίλ[ου--------Ἰ 
5. Προξέν[ωι] 


vacat 


This contract could be dotal or pupillary depending 
whether παιδί or προικός is to be restored in line 3. Line 
2 was most likely complete with οἰκίας or χωρίου. The 
restoration of the archon’s name as here is the only possi- 
bility (see Fine, p. 2). 


H118. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 3280) preserving 
parts of the front face, top, and left side of the original 
stone. The four partially preserved lines of text are badly 
worn. Found on January 14, 1936, built into a modern 
house wall over the east end of South Stoa I (N 16). 


H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.092 m.; Th. 0.088 m.; L.H. 0.013 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 1, no. 1, photograph pl. 1; Finley, p. 191, 
no. 171A. 
dpo[s—— | 
οἰκία!ς----Ἰ 
Φραί--] 
σιωϊ----] 
lacuna 


The type of contract cannot be identified with certain- 
ty, but Fine restores 
pols χωρίου καὶ] 
οἰκία[ς ἀποτίμημα] 


lacuna 


H119 (Pl. 7). Fragment of gray and white-veined stone 
(I 6710) with part of the inscribed face, back, side, and 
top preserved. The letters are slightly clubbed at the ex- 
tremities. Found on March 18, 1955, built into the foun- 
dation of a modern house southeast of the Church of the 
Holy Apostles (Q 17). 


H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.14 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. 0.020- 
0.023 m. 


Unpublished. 
6[pos~---] 
xwp[tov-——] 
7 po[tkos——— ] 
vacat (?) 


Line 3: At the fractured edge to the left of rho are traces of a 
vertical and a horizontal meeting at a right angle to form the 
upper right part of a letter. 


CATALOGUE: 7. SECURITY HOROI 49 


There seems to be more than the usual interlineal 
space below line 3, and the document may have been lim- 
ited to three lines; for a parallel dotal horos of such 
brevity, cf. Fine, p. 4, no. 8. 

The missing portions of this inscription may have in- 
cluded the word ἀποτίμημα, but the document must be 
classified as uncertain because of the possibility that it 
marked a dowry in real property rather than property 
serving as security for a dowry (cf. Finley, Chap. IV at 
note 63 and pp. 192-193, commentary on no. 175 A; 
Fine, p. 118, note 20). 


H120 (Pl. 7). Slab of Hymettian marble (I 5629) with 
most of the inscribed face, top, and sides preserved; 
broken off at the lower right side and bottom. Found on 
November 22, 1938, built into a modern house wall at 
the north foot of the Areopagus (P 22). 


H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.08 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 4, no. 7, photograph pl. 2; Finley, pp. 192- 
193, no. 175A. 
Spos 
οἰκίας 
προικὸς 
᾿Αρχίλλί[ηι] 
5 Μ᾽ vacat 
Given the uninscribed space in parts of two letter 
spaces to the right of the numeral, it is likely that we have 
the complete text except for the last two letters of the 
proper name. Finley allows that the missing lower por- 
tion of the stone may have contained the word ἀποτίμη- 
μα, but whether the term was omitted or lost, he is right 
to classify the horos as uncertain and to consider the pos- 
sibility that it “marked a dowry in real property, evaluat- 
ed in monetary terms as required by law (see Chap. IV at 
note 63), not a security transaction.” Fine also (p. 118, 
note 20) considers this possibility but classifies the docu- 
ment as a dotal apotimema. 


H121. Slab of Hymettian marble (I 5698), broken away 
at the upper left, but part of the top edge possibly pre- 
served on the right side. Found on May 10, 1939, built 
into a modern house wall southwest of the Eleusinion 
and west of the Panathenaic Way (S 21). 


H. 0.14 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.047 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.030 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 4, no. 8, photograph pl. 2; Finley, p. 193, 
no. 175 B. 


[δροὴς 

[χ]ωρίο 

[π]ροικός 
vacat 


It is uncertain whether this horos was a dotal security 
document with the word ἀποτίμημα omitted or the 
marker of real estate as dowry; cf. H119 and H120. 


H122. Fragment of dark-veined marble (I 7021) with 
part of the inscribed face and, possibly, parts of the origi- 
nal top, left, and back surfaces preserved. Found on Sep- 
tember 7, 1966, in a modern level near the west end of 


South Stoa I (L 16). 
H. 0.155 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.046 m.; L.H. 0.016- 
0.035 m. 


Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 37, 1968, p. 292, no. 34, 
photograph pl. 84; SEG XXV, 202. 


ὅρος [----azori]- 
μημ[α------ ] 
[---- traces 1 


H123. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 273), preserving 
parts of the original front and back surfaces and, 
possibly, parts of the top and left edges; broken away 
elsewhere. The lettering is unusually well done for a 
security horos. Found during the pre-excavation period 
of 1933, built into the wall of a modern house over the 
west end of the Middle Stoa (I-J 13). 


H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.11 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 3, 1934, p. 65, no. 58, 
drawing p. 65; Fine, p. 25, Addendum II, a and p. 28, 
no. 2, photograph pl. 7; Finley, p. 165, no. 164. 


ὅρ[ος] 
ἀποτ[ιμήη]- 
ματος [.. | 


lacuna 


Line 5: In the first letter space, part of the vertex of an isosce- 
les letter is visible. I follow previous editors in printing a theta 
but dot it since the point at the center of the circle may be simply 
one of many pits in the stone. The following space has the 
upper left juncture of a vertical and a horizontal. 


Fine, while recognizing that the specific type of ἀποτί- 
sna recorded here is uncertain, classifies the document 
as a μίσθωσις οἴκου. 

The apparent failure of the horos to mention the kind 
of property serving as security is unusual. 


H124. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5639) with all 
original surfaces broken away except for parts of the in- 
scribed face, the rough-hewn back, and, possibly, the top 
edge. Found in the period of January 16-21, 1939, ina 


50 I. HOROI 


modern context in the Industrial District southwest of 
the Agora Square (A—D 17-22). 

H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.16 m.; Th. 0.039 m.; L.H. 0.007- 
0.011 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 16-22, no. 28, drawing p. 16, photo- 
graph pl. 5; Finley, p. 188, no. 114 A. 


[ὅρο]ς οἰκίας π|ε]- 
[πρα]μένης Δι[ο]- 
[τίμ 3]οι Μελιτεῖ 
[τιμ]ῆς ἧς ἐνεγύη[σε] 

5. [ἀραβ]ῶνα τοῦ ἐράνου] 
[τοῦ π]εντακοσιοδρ[ἀχ]- 
[μου] πληρώτρια Δη- 
[μὼ 9 ἕως ἂν διεξ- 
[€AOmt] vacat — 

My study of the stone produced no exceptions to the 
text which Fine restored “with great hesitation and 
doubts.” Although some of these supplements and inter- 
pretations are controversial, the crude letters surviving 
on the stone are very reliably transcribed by Fine, who 
gives us a detailed epigraphical commentary. 

It is not possible to classify this transaction with cer- 
tainty. The horos is either a notice of the terms of a 
simple sale of property or a marker of the property in a 
πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει with the term ἐπὶ λύσει omitted. Fine 
opts for the former, but Finley leaves the matter in doubt. 
Finley also corrects two misconceptions of legal institu- 
tions in Fine’s lengthy and speculative interpretation of 
the transaction, pointing out that éyyvn was not the 
pledge of an object but personal suretyship, and that the 
uncertainly restored ἀραβὼν had only the specific mean- 
ing of “earnest” and never the general sense of deposit, 
payment, or contribution as required by Fine’s interpre- 
tation that “Diotimos”, who had bought the house on 
credit, guaranteed the payment of the price to the vendor 
by pledging his contribution in an eranos loan. 


H1i25. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5851), pre- 
serving parts of the original inscribed face, back surface, 
and right side. Found on May 26, 1939, in a mixed 
Byzantine context north of the Southwest Bath (C 18). 


H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.135 m.; Th. 0.043 m.; L.H. 0.012- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 23-24, no. 32, photograph pl. 6; Finley, 
p. 191, no. 166 A. 


[ὅρο]ς epyac- 
[τηρί]ων τῶν 
[ἀνοιϊκοδομη- 
[μέν]ων καὶ [ἀν]- 
5. [δραἸϊπόδ[ων--Ἰ 


lacuna 


H126. Fragment of white limestone (1 5971), preserving 
parts of the inscribed face and the original top edge. 
Found on April 16, 1947, in a Byzantine context in the 
Industrial District east of the Great Drain (D 17). 


H. 0.099 m.; W. 0.134 m.; Th. 0.043 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.022 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 24, no. 33, photograph pl. 6; Finley, 
p. 192, no. 171 F. 


[ὅρο]ς συνοικίας] 

[--- -ἸΊΣΤΗΣΠΙ----Ἰ 

ap tes] 
lacuna 


H127. Fragment of Hymettian marble (1 2339), badly 
worn and battered. The inscribed face, which is partly 
erased or eroded, is the only surface recognizable as part 
of the original horos. Found on February 1, 1935, in a 
marble pile near the northwest corner of the Odeion of 
Agrippa (K 8-9). 

Η. 0.28 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.073 m.; L.H. 0.015- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 22, no. 29, photograph pl. 6; Finley, 
p. 192, no. 171 C. 
ὅρος 
About 4 lines erased (2) 
a 


vacat 


To the right of X are most of the horizontal and left vertical 
of Π, perhaps originally F or F 


If the smooth gap in the middle of the inscription is an 
erasure, it was created by abrasion rather than the usual 
cutting down with a chisel. This probable erasure and 
the surviving numeral contribute to the likelihood of the 
stone’s being a security horos rather than a simple mark- 
er of property. 


H128. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 2817), with all 
original surfaces broken away except part of the in- 
scribed face. Found on April 25, 1935, in a marble pile 
near the northwest corner of the Odeion of Agrippa 
(K 8-9). 

H. 0.170 m.; W. 0.155 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.010- 
0.025 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 23, no. 31, photograph pl. 6; Finley, 
p. 192, no. 171 E. 
lacuna 
FHH ᾿Α[π|- 
ολλ[ο]δ[ώρωι 3] 
Κυδαθί[ηναιεῖ) 


lacuna 
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The type of contract is uncertain, but I follow Fine in 
restoring exempli gratia the proper name and demotic in 
the dative case as if they designated the creditor in a 
πρᾶσις ἐπὶ λύσει. 


H129. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 2441) with parts 
of the inscribed face and back side of the stele preserved. 
The smooth-sawed right side projecting at an obtuse 
angle from the base seems to be the result of a later use. 
The upper part of the front face was dressed smooth for 
the inscription, and the lower part was rough picked. 
Found on February 15, 1935, built into the cellar wall of 
a modern house over the east end of the Middle Stoa 
(N 13). 

H. 0.245 m.; W. 0.15 m.; Th. 0.06 m.; L.H. 0.014- 
0.020 m. 


Ed. Fine, pp. 22-23, no. 30, photograph pl. 6; Finley, 
p. 192, no. 171 D. 
lacuna 


ΕΠ 
[---]s ᾿Ερχι[έως----Ἰ 
[--]-s  vacat 


Line 1: To the left of delta I observe the lower part of a diag- 
onal stroke sloping downward to the right. 

Line 3: To the left of sigma at the fractured edge is part of an 
oblique, but nearly horizontal, stroke sloping downward to the 
right. 


Because of the partial letter stroke in line 3 and the 
roughness of the left side of the stone, I do not follow Fine 
in his belief that the original left side is preserved, his de- 
termination of the original width of the line, or his resto- 
ration of the demotic ’ Epytews as overlapping lines 2 and 
3. As Fine notes, it is only the appearance of the stone 
and the surviving demotic that suggest that this inscrip- 
tion comes from a security horos. 


H130 (Pl. 7). Fragment of gray schist (I 1974), roughly 
square in shape. Parts of the original inscribed face and 
the back surface are preserved, but the original width and 
height of the horos are not evident. The face of the stone 
is so rough and eroded that only scattered letters are de- 
tectable. Found on May 8, 1934, in a marble pile in the 
south-central part of the Agora Square (K-L 14-15). 


H. 0.215 m.; W. 0.237 m.; Th. 0.073 m.; L.H. 0.025- 
0.030 m. 
Unpublished. 
[Sp ]os[--] 
[----JH[---] 
[--]OEX[---] 
lacuna 


The crude stonework and lettering suggest a security 
horos, but a simple property marker is not precluded. 


8. ADDENDUM (Η131) 


H131. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4468) with 
parts of the face, lower left edge, and, possibly, back 
preserved. Found on January 25, 1937, built into a mod- 
ern house wall on the north slope of the Areopagus 
(M-N 20). 

H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.135 m.; Th. 0.057 m.; L.H. ca. 
0.015 m. 


Ed. Fine, p. 11, no. 21, photograph pl. 4; Finley, 
p. 187, no. 101 CG; C. W. Hedrick, Jr., Hesperia 57, 
1988, pp. 81-85, no. 1. 

[ἱερὸν] 
[1Ηρι----] 
καὶ ᾿Ηρ[ακλέος] 
Θυμαι[τίδος] 

5. pparp<t)als] 


σαςαΐ 


Line 2: The remains of dotted rho are ἃ left vertical with part 
of a horizontal stroke extending from its midpoint to the right. 

Line 3: The remains of dotted rho are the lower two-thirds of 
a horizontal stroke. 


The text given here is essentially the reconstruction by 
Hedrick, who observes correctly that Fine’s traces of rho 
in line 1 and pi in line 2 ([--- πε]πρ[αμένων —-]) are 
actually remnants of eta in the first preserved line, and 
that in lines 3-5 we have the left margin of the original 
text. Hedrick demonstrates that the inscription was not 
used to identify property as security in a πρᾶσις ἐπὶ 
λύσει but to mark a shrine at which the phratry Thymai- 
tis worshipped gods or heroes, among them very probably 
Herakles. 


Il. POLETAI RECORDS 


BY 
MERLE K. LANGDON 


PREFACE 


Inscribed records of the Athenian poletai were set up in or near the Agora in antiquity, and numerous 
fragments of them have been found in excavations there, especially those conducted by the American School 
of Classical Studies from 1931 to the present. The purpose of this study is to bring together in one place all 
such inscriptions so far found. The form of presentation is that established by B. D. Meritt and J. 5. Traill 
for the records of the Athenian councillors and published as The Athenian Agora, XV, Inscriptions: The 
Athenian Councillors, Princeton 1974. All poletai inscriptions housed in the Agora Museum and the Epi- 
graphical Museum have been examined, and the emphasis has been on the establishment of as correct a text 
as possible in each case. Since most of the inscriptions have been published previously, commentary has been 
kept to a minimum. The same principle applies to illustrations. Photographs are given only of those in- 
scriptions which have new pieces joining them or which have not been previously published (P18, P27, P43, 
and P51) and of a few unpublished fragments of uncertain classification which are relegated to an appendix. 

The inscriptions are arranged in approximate chronological order. Because of their fragmentary state it 
is not often possible to suggest a date closer than a particular quarter or even half century. Dates suggested by 
previous editors have generally been found convincing and are adopted here. 

Note should be made of one literary and two epigraphical conventions used throughout this study. 
Aristotle is referred to as the author of the Athenaion Politera without prejudice to the question as to whether 
or not that work is actually by his hand. Ancient writers habitually applied his name to the work, and so 
the same is done here. The terms “Hymettian” and “Pentelic” are applied to the kinds of marble from which 
the stelai were fashioned. These terms are here descriptive rather than scientific. By Hymettian is meant the 
fine-grained bluish gray marble most characteristic of Mt. Hymettos and by Pentelic the medium-grained 
white marble commonly found on Mt. Pentelikon. The layout of the texts is described as stowchedon or non- 
stoichedon following the principles set forth by M. J. Osborne, ZPE 10, 1973, pp. 249-270. Storchedon is 
used for texts whose letters exhibit a generally regular vertical and horizontal alignment even though no 
guidelines are visible. 

For entrusting to me the restudy of these inscriptions I wish to thank Homer A. Thompson and Ben- 
jamin D. Meritt. Both men greatly contributed to my work with aid, advice, and guidance whenever it was 
requested. Both read the whole manuscript and made numerous improvements. I wish also to thank 
T. Leslie Shear, Jr., Field Director of the Agora Excavations, for generously permitting me to include those 
fragments of poletai inscriptions found during excavations of the Agora in the early Seventies. L. J. Bliquez, 
R.S. Stroud, J. δ. Traill, and M. B. Walbank all read part of an initial draft and made valuable suggestions. 
J. McK. Camp II, Ὁ. J. Geagan, and J. 5. Traill helped with epigraphical readings. To all these individuals 
I owe a debt of gratitude and an obligation to acknowledge those errors and shortcomings that remain as 
solely mine. 
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I am obliged to Field Director 'T. Leslie Shear, Jr., former secretaries Effi Sakellaraki, Lucy Krystalli, 
and Helen ‘Townsend, and technician, the late Spyros Spyropoulos of the Agora Excavations for numerous 
services which facilitated my study in the Agora Museum. Director K. Peppa-Delmouzou and her staff ex- 
tended similar courtesies at the Epigraphical Museum. 

Finally, I should like to pay tribute to the late Margaret Crosby and to Benjamin D. Meritt. These 
scholars first published most of the inscriptions included in this collection, and restudy of the stones has in 
the great majority of cases only confirmed the accuracy of their readings. The keenness of their eyes cannot 
be bettered. 


MERLE K. LANGDON 
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON 
Seattle, Washington 
May 9, 1985 


Since the completion of this manuscript I have been able to take into account publications bearing on matters 
that it contains and to make changes accordingly. I wish to thank Marian H. McAllister, Editor, and the rest 
of the staff of American School Publications for their patience and attentive care over several revisions and 
their vigilance respecting numerous inconsistencies. His death in 1988 prompts restatement of tribute and 
now dedication of this study of the poletai and their records to Benjamin D. Meritt. 


Seattle 
June 27, 1990 


ADDENDUM: The study by Klaus Halloff, “Der Verkauf konfiszierten Vermégens vor den Poleten in Athen,” Klio 72, 
1990, pp. 402-26, appeared only after this manuscript was set in final page proofs, and I have not been able to make use 
of it in my discussion. 


POLETAI RECORDS 


2. "Ἔπειθ᾽ of πωληταὶ t μέν εἰσι, κληροῦται δ᾽ εἷς ἐκ τῆς φυλῆς. μισθοῦσι de τὰ μισθώματα πάντα, Kat τὰ 
μέταλλα πωλοῦσι καὶ τὰ τέλη μετὰ τοῦ ταμίου τῶν στρατιωτικῶν καὶ τῶν ἐπὶ τὸ θεωρικὸν ἡρημένων 
ἐναντίον τῆς [βουλῆς]: καὶ κυροῦσιν, ὅτῳ ἂν ἡ βουλὴ χειροτονήσῃ, καὶ τὰ πραθέντα μέταλλα, τά τ᾽ 
ἐργάσιμα τὰ εἰς τρία ἔτη πεπραμένα καὶ τὰ συγκεχωρημένα τὰ εἰς [1] ἔτη πεπραμένα. καὶ τὰς οὐσίας τῶν ἐξ 
᾿Αρείου πάγου φευγόντων καὶ τῶν ἄλλων ἐναντίον τῆς βουλῆς πωλοῦσιν, κατακυροῦσι δ᾽ οἱ θ ἄρχοντες. 
καὶ τὰ τέλη τὰ εἰς ἐνιαυτὸν πεπραμένα ἀναγράψαντες εἰς λελευκωμένα γραμματεῖα τόν τε πριάμενον καὶ 
[ὅσου] ἂν πρίηται τῇ βουλῇ παραδιδόασιν. 3. ἀναγράφουσιν δὲ χωρὶς μὲν οὗς δεῖ κατὰ πρυτανείαν 
ἑκάστην καταβάλλειν, εἰς δέκα γραμματεῖα, χωρὶς δὲ οὗς τρὶς τοῦ ἐνιαυτοῦ, γραμματεῖον κατὰ τὴν 
καταβολὴν ἑκάστην ποιήσαντες, χωρὶς δ᾽ οὗς ἐπὶ τῆς ἐνάτης πρυτανείας. ἀναγράφουσι δὲ καὶ τὰ χωρία 
καὶ τὰς οἰκίας τἀπογραφέντα καὶ πραθέντα ἐν τῷ δικαστηρίῳ: καὶ γὰρ ταῦθ᾽ οὗτοι πωλ[οῦσιν. ἐστὶ] δὲ τῶν 
μὲν οἰκιῶν ἐν ε ἔτεσιν ἀνάγκη τὴν τιμὴν ἀποδοῦναι, τῶν δὲ χωρίων ἐν δέκα καταβάλλουσιν δὲ ταῦτα ἐπὶ 
τῆς ἐνάτης πρυτανείας. 
Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 47.2-3 
Oxford Classical Text 


Then there are the ten poletai, one appointed by lot from each phyle. They let out all public contracts, and 
along with the treasurer of the stratiotic fund and those elected to manage the theoric fund they lease the 
mines and taxes in the presence of the Boule; and to whomever the Boule should choose by vote, they ratify 
the leased mines, both those that are in working condition, which are leased for three years, and those that 
have been conceded, which are leased for [ten] years. And in the presence of the Boule they sell the property of 
those men exiled by the Areopagus and of other exiles, and the nine archons ratify the sales. And they record 
on whitened tablets the taxes leased for the current year, and the purchaser and for how much he bought it, 
and they hand these tablets over to the Boule. They record separately on ten tablets those who have to pay 
installments every prytany and those who have to pay three times a year, making a separate list for each 
installment, and those who have to pay in the ninth prytany. They also record the lands and houses con- 
fiscated and sold by judgment of the lawcourt. For they sell these too. The price of houses must be paid within 
five years, the price of the land within ten years. They pay these installments in the ninth prytany. 


The financial affairs of ancient Athens were managed by a number of boards of magistrates who worked 
with the Boule. One such board was the poletai, whose inscribed transactions are collected in this study. Our 
main source for the poletai is the passage from Aristotle quoted above which informs us that it was their duty 
to farm out public contracts, to lease the state-owned silver mines in southern Attica and the privileges of 
collecting taxes, and to sell the confiscated property of persons exiled by the Areopagus. They were ten men 
chosen by lot,' one from each phyle. One of them served as chairman (prytanis),” and to assist them they had 
a secretary and a herald. The secretary was apparently not one of the ten members of the board, for in P5, 
which contains the only list of annual poletai completely preserved, the secretary (lines 5-6) belongs to the 


' We may possess some 5th-century allotment tokens of the poletai in a small group of clay plaques from the Athenian Agora: cf. 
M. Lang, “Allotment by Token,” Historia 8, 1959, pp. 80-89; E. S. Staveley, Greek and Roman Voting and Elections, Ithaca, New 
York 1972, p. 70; for illustrations, cf. Hesperia 20, 1951, pl. 25:c; M. Lang, The Athenian Citizen, Excavations of the Athenian 
Agora Picture Books, No. 4, Princeton 1960, fig. 8. 

2 πρυτανεύει δὲ ἐξ αὐτῶν εἷς, ὃς τὰ πωλούμενα βεβαιοῖ (Pollux, 8.99). Possible implications of the verb used by Pollux here are 
discussed by R. Develin, “Prytany Systems and Eponyms for Financial Boards in Athens,” Klio 68, 1986 (pp. 67-83), p. 70. 
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same phyle as one of eight poletai named (line 4, Glaukon).* Furthermore, Antiphon (6.49 [On the Choreu- 
tes]) speaks of a ὑπογραμματεύς of the poletai (probably the same official as the γραμματεύς of the in- 
scription), and there it is clear that he is an assistant to the poletai and not one of their number. The herald is 
not mentioned in the ancient literature but rather is inferred from the designation of herald’s fees (κηρύκεια) 
in four inscriptions: P3, lines 4-5; P5, line 37; P45, line 3; P53, line 46. He may have been one of the poletai 
themselves or, like the secretary, an adjunct official. Besides making announcements of up-coming sales, he 
probably also served as the auctioneer at those sales. Sales by the poletai took the form of an auction, and a 
skilled auctioneer was essential to insure that the sales were as profitable to the state as possible. “Auc- 
tioneer” is an amply attested meaning of κῆρυξ, and that the κῆρυξ of the poletai received fees indicates that 
his work involved something more than just broadcasting future sales. 

In Aristotle’s time the poletai worked with the treasurer of the stratiotic funds and the theoric board and 
were Closely supervised by the Boule. Such careful supervision was necessary in the case of financial officials 
who handled public funds. Antiphon (6.49 [On the Choreutes]) records one incident of embezzlement in 
418 B.c., when the poletai, the poristai, and the praktores were impeached on that charge.* Although this is 
the only known instance of malfeasance by the poletai, the temptation would always have been present. For 
this reason close scrutiny of the college was maintained by the Boule and other officials. Furthermore, since 
the treasurer of the stratiotic funds and the members of the theoric board could be re-elected, they had valua- 
ble financial experience with which to assist the poletai, who served only an annual term of office.” For the 
period before the Kleisthenic constitution we have no information about the poletai except the statement of 
Aristotle (Ath. Pol. 7.3) that they existed in the time of Solon. Our discussion of their activities will therefore 
center on the 5th and 4th centuries, for which the evidence is fairly abundant. 


CONFISCATED PROPERTY 


The most important duty of the poletai was the sale of confiscated property. P1-P5, P14, P17, P20, P24, 
P26, P31, possibly P36, P42, P43, P45, P47-P49, and P52-P56 contain records of such sales.° The sales, 
made at auction to the highest bidder, were of the personal and real property of persons convicted of crimes 
for which exile or execution was the penalty. These persons included public debtors,’ intentional homicides,’ 
and others.” The number of sales varied from year to year. In the complete record of 367/6 (P5) there was 
only one, while in an incomplete document of ca. 340 (P26) at least six are recorded. Sometimes there were 
also extraordinary confiscations which had to be dealt with. From Lysias (30.22 [Against Nikomachos]) we 
learn that when state coffers were running low the Boule was not averse to admitting a greater number of 


3 This observation was first made by M. Crosby, “Greek Inscriptions,” Hesperia 10, 1941 (pp. 14-27), p. 20. Other ten-member 
boards functioning without their full complement of members are not unknown from ancient Athens. W. S. Ferguson (Hellenistic 
Athens, London 1911, p. 26) suggests that shortages in 4th-century colleges of ten may have been caused by a decline in the number 
of qualified candidates, an idea repeated by M. H. Hansen (“Perquisites for Magistrates in Fourth-Century Athens,” C/Med 32, 
1971-1980 [pp. 105-125], pp. 121-122). See also W. E. Thompson, “Notes on Athenian Finance,” C/Med 28, 1967 (pp. 216-239), 
p. 220, note 17; V. Gabrielsen, Remuneration of State Officials in Fourth Century B.C. Athens, Odense 1981, p. 145, note 114. 

4 J. T. Roberts (Accountability in Athenian Government, Madison, Wisconsin 1982, p. 22) suggests that this impeachment was 
taken through court by means of an εἰσαγγελία. 

> This is noted by P. J. Rhodes (The Athenian Boule, Oxford 1972, pp. 106-107). 

6 Summary but interesting remarks on poletai transactions of this type have appeared recently in R. Osborne, Demos, the Discov- 
ery of Classical Attskka, Cambridge 1985, pp. 51-54. 

’ For the process of ἀπογραφή, by which the property of a debtor was seized, see Harrison, The Law of Athens: Procedure, 
pp. 211-217. This procedure usually led to involvement by the poletai but not always. In the accounts of the ἐπιμεληταὶ τῶν vew- 
ptwy (16 II?, 1604-1632), which record numerous ἀπογραφαί of delinquent trierarchs, the apodektai are, with two exceptions, the 
board receiving payment from sales of debtors’ estates. One of the exceptions is JG 112, 1631, lines 429-441, a case involving Stesilei- 
das of Siphnos in which the poletai receive payment. Although it is unclear why the apodektai are not named here as receivers, the 
money collected was given, as was customary, to the supervisors of the dockyards. The other exception, JG II’, 1610, lines 3-4, near 
the beginning of a fragmentary text, apparently records a similar payment from the poletai to the naval supervisors. 

8 Although unintentional homicides were exiled, their property was not confiscated. The evidence is collected by D. M. Mac- 
Dowell, Athenian Homicide Law in the Age of the Orators, Manchester 1963, pp. 117-121. 

° A good summary of other offences punishable with confiscation is given by Harrison (The Law of Athens: Procedure, 
pp. 178-179). 
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court cases involving confiscations in order to increase state revenues.'° P4 gives us a tantalizing bit of epi- 
graphical evidence concerning properties on Lemnos which are being confiscated. P1 records the famous sale 
of properties of those found guilty of profaning the Eleusinian Mysteries and mutilating the Herms in 
415 B.c., and ΡΖ contains similar records of those involved in the tyranny at the end of the 5th century, both 
affairs involving some fifty persons each. 

Confiscations of people’s land and houses were bound to lead to complications which required the atten- 
tion of the poletai. Concerning compensation, for example, what did the state make over to an exile who was 
pardoned and who returned to Athens after his estate had been confiscated and sold, or to a debtor who satis- 
fied his debts? The answers to these questions are clear. In the most famous case of confiscation and sub- 
sequent pardon and return, that of Alkibiades, we see what the state did for a very powerful person with 
influential friends. It gave him wealth in return for what it had taken from him when he was condemned in 
absentia in 415.1! The same may have been done for Konon upon his triumphal return to Athens in 394.!? 
But a less important person who was pardoned or whose conviction was overturned received nothing from 
the state by way of recompense for his confiscated estate.'* In the case of public debtors the state returned to 
the individual, or to a member of his family, any proceeds from the sale of his property which exceeded the 
amount owed the treasury (Demosthenes, 40.20 [Against Bototos IT)). 

A related question to be considered is what claim a pardoned exile or his family could lodge against the 
purchaser of his estate. It is clear that he could take no action. Athenian law protected the buyer against this 
possibility. Demosthenes (24.54 [Against Timokrates]) quotes a law to the effect that no one could bring an 
action against sales made by the state, and Pollux (8.99) goes further in stating that the chairman of the 
poletai acted as guarantor for the board’s sales. Thus no legitimate basis for a claim was left to the original 
owner. Before the sale a wife could claim from her husband’s confiscated estate an amount equivalent to her 
dowry (Etymologicum Magnum, s.v. ἐνεπίσκημμα kat ἐνεπισήψασθαι καὶ ἐγγύης καταβολήν), but once 
she and outside creditors had been satisfied, the poletai made an unconditional sale. 

The laws on compensation and counterclaims are to be understood as applying only to sales made of 
property legally confiscated. An example of what was done about sales resulting from illegal confiscations on 
one occasion is provided by a fragment of Lysias'* which recounts what happened after the overthrow of the 
Thirty Tyrants. Buyers of property seized by the Thirty were allowed to retain movables which they had 
purchased, but they had to return land and houses to the original owners. It may seem surprising that the 
purchasers were allowed to keep any goods at all, but this should probably be viewed as an exceptional 
decision made in keeping with the wide sweeping policy of appeasement and reconciliation adopted by the 
restored democracy.'° 

Given the fairly routine nature of the other duties of the poletai, it is easy to see that the keeping of 
records of all sales of confiscated properties, payments and interests, including installment payments from 
previous sales, and private claims (ἐνεπισκήμματα) which had been judged valid occupied a considerable 


10 It is my impression that Lysias is making a general statement reflecting, if not a habitual practice of the Boule, at least not an 
uncommon one. For the opposite view see A. Andreades, A History of Greek Public Finance, C. N. Brown, trans., Cambridge, Mass. 
1933, pp. 276-277. 

11 Plutarch, Alkibiades 33.3; Diodoros, 13.69.2. Without such friends Alkibiades’ son did not meet with similar success when he 
tried to recover the family estate after it was again confiscated, this time by the Thirty Tyrants in 404: Isokrates, 16.46 (Concerning 
the Team of Horses). 

'? We know only that Konon’s estate was confiscated after he fled to Cyprus from Aigospotamoi (Lysias, 19.34 [On the Property of 
Aristophanes]), not that he received any compensation later. 

13 For evidence, see P. Usteri, Achtung und Verbannung im griechischen Recht, Berlin 1903, pp. 119-127. 

'* B. P. Grenfell and A. 5. Hunt, The Oxyrhynchus Papyri XIII, London 1919, p. 56, no. 1606, lines 22-48. 

15 This view was first put forward by T. Reinach (“Le plaidoyer de Lysias contra Hippotherses,” REG 32, 1919 [pp. 443-450], 
pp. 447-448); for further discussion see T. C. Loening, The Reconciliation Agreement of 403/402 B.C. in Athens (Hermes Ein- 
zelschrift 53), Stuttgart 1987, pp. 51-52, 88-97. Loening’s position is misunderstood by G. Németh (“Die dreissig Tyrannen und 
die athenische Prosopographie,” ZPE 73, 1988 [pp. 181-194], p. 182, note 11). JG I>, 85 may also have concerned itself with what to 
do about some questionable confiscations: cf. A. G. Woodhead, “/.G., I?, 95, and the Ostracism of Hyperbolus,” Hesperia 18, 1949 
(pp. 78-83), pp. 80-82. 
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amount of the time of each board’s tenure in office.'® These records then passed to the Boule for use as 
evidence in matters of litigation which might arise in connection with any of the sales. '’ 


MINING LEASES 


Lists of mining leases or διαγραφαί (s.v. διαγραφή in Harpokration and the Suda) constitute by far the 
greatest bulk of the inscribed material belonging to the poletai: P5-P16, P18-P30, P32-P41 (with the 
possible exception of P36), P43, P44, P50, and P51. They have already received a great deal of attention,!® 
and so they need be only briefly noted here. What we learn from the inscribed lease lists is, primarily, who 
the lessees were and the names, prices, and locations of mines. We do not learn the length of the leases or 
what the price stated for each list represents. For the former we may turn to Aristotle (Ath. Pol. 47.2), who 
informs us that they were for three and, probably, seven years. The shorter period was for renewals, the 
longer for new explorations.'? There is some doubt regarding the latter figure because the numeral is mostly 
obliterated in the papyrus of the Athenaion Politeia in the British Museum. Margaret Crosby argued con- 
vincingly for the figure seven,” and although Mortimer Chambers now confirms that the numeral is to be 
read as three,*' he accepts Crosby’s arguments and explains the figure as an error in transcription. Aristotle 
does not, on the other hand, help us to clarify the meaning of the prices given for the leases. Crosby believed 
that they represented the lump-sum payments for the duration of the leases, or possibly annual payments.”? 
R. J. Hopper considers it more likely that they are prytany payments,” and his arguments appear to me to 
be the stronger. 

All the inscribed leases date within the 4th century, with a period of almost seventy years separating the 
earliest (P5, 367/6 B.c.) from the latest (P51, ca. 300 B.c.). It has been questioned whether the poletai had 
anything to do with mine leases before this series of inscriptions began.** ‘The doubts raised could be valid, 
but only if the initial appearance of inscribed leases corresponded to the first actual leases of mines by the 
state. I find this difficult to accept. The mines were flourishing in the 5th century before the occupation of 
Dekeleia by the Spartans, and private citizens were certainly making money by renting slaves to the mine 


16 The poletai would of course not have been busied with goods which the state confiscated but did not sell. ‘These included a tithe 
from confiscated estates given to Athena: Xenophon, Hellenika 1.7.10; Andokides, 1.96 (On the Mysteries). In addition, a certain 
number of slaves could have been retained for civic purposes, some land added to the public domain, and any number of domestic 
furnishings put to public use. Cups and other vessels labeled with the delta-epsilon ligature or delta-eta, which signify public owner- 
ship, were found around the Tholos and in refuse pits near the Stoa of Zeus. Some of the cups are so similar to one another as to 
suggest standardized products of one workshop: see B. A. Sparkes and L. Talcott, The Athenian Agora, XII, Black and Plain Pottery 
of the 6th, 5th, and 4th Centuries B.C., Princeton 1970, p. 93. These could have been made on commission for public use rather than 
represent the state’s portion of the crockery from a confiscated cupboard. On the other hand, miscellaneous vessels, including two 
saltcellars, an amphora, a lekane, a one-handler, and others were also found having the public label: see M. Lang, The Athenian 
Agora, XXI, Graffiti and Dipint:, Princeton 1976, pp. 51-52. These vessels could, I believe, have belonged to private citizens before 
being acquired by the state as part of confiscated estates. The same could possibly hold true for some of the 13 vessels of 5th-century 
date with the delta-epsilon ligature found in a pit behind the Stoa Basileios: cf. T. L. Shear, Jr., Hesperia 42, 1973, pp. 383-384. 
Four Late Archaic spear butts from the Akropolis with delta-epsilon may be a tithe to Athena from some confiscated estate: cf. A. W. 
Johnston, “Some Inscribed Sauroteres from the Akropolis,” AAA 9, 1976, pp. 87-89. 

17 That the poletai had no legal jurisdiction in matters related to their sales was correctly observed by Harrison (The Law of 
Athens: Procedure, p. 28). 

18 Detailed discussion and bibliography can be found in the studies of R. J. Hopper: “The Attic Silver Mines in the Fourth Cen- 
tury B.C.,” BSA 48, 1953, pp. 200-254; “The Laurion Mines: A Reconsideration,” BSA 63, 1968, pp. 293-326; and Trade and 
Industry in Classical Greece, London 1979, pp. 165-189. A brief account, full of errors and misconceptions, is given by J. F. Healy 
(Mining and Metallurgy in the Greek and Roman World, London 1978, pp. 103-112). Add to these now the profitable analysis of 
the lessees found in the mining leases by Osborne (footnote 6 above, p. 58), pp. 111-126. 

19K. E. Konophagos (To ἀρχαῖο Λαύριο, Athens 1980, pp. 428-437) presents a radically different interpretation of the terms 
used by Aristotle in which ἐργάσιμα is equated with exploratory work, συγκεχωρημένα with producing mines. The more convinc- 
ing orthodox view is best elucidated by Hopper (BS'A 48, 1953, pp. 201-203). 

20 “The Leases of the Laureion Mines,” Hesperia 19, 1950 (pp. 189-312), pp. 199-211. 

21 “Notes on the Text of the Ath. Pol.,” TAPA 96, 1965 (pp. 31-39), pp. 36-37. Rhodes (Commentary, p. 554) concurs in this. 

22 Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 203-204. 

23 BSA 48, 1953, pp. 224-239, esp. 237-239. 

24 Hopper, BSA 48, 1953, p. 253. 
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workings.”> It is just as likely that private entrepreneurs were leasing mines from the state at this time, too. If 
this was so, the poletai would surely have been in charge of the leases.2° The reason that we possess no 
records from the earlier period could be that the poletai kept only unpublished records then, written up on 
wooden tablets. The question must then be asked why mining leases ever began to be published on stone in 
the first place. In answering, one point which should be emphasized is that the inscribed lists were matters of 
public record. They were set up in the Agora for all to see, and visibility itself could have been the motive 
behind the marble stelai. Publication was initiated during an especially busy period of mining activity and 
was done for convenience. Potential lessors were provided with readily available data, and the poletai were 
saved the trouble of having to consult their unpublished records whenever someone wanted information 
about a particular lease.?’ Another possible explanation for the inscribed records could be that they served as 
the official accounts by which the poletai underwent their εὔθυνα. It is more likely, however, that wooden 
tablets with mining leases were always used for this examination of accounts. Aristotle mentions wooden tab- 
lets only in association with payments of tax purchasers, but this is probably only because of the more involved 
procedure in listing these payments. For mining leases a simple list could be kept each year on a wooden tablet, 
and this practice need not have received mention from Aristotle.?° 

If a change in the administration of the mines occurred, it more likely came with the increase in mining 
activity in the 2nd century B.c. than with the 4th-century revival. ‘The mines had declined after 300 B.c., and 
inscribed lease lists disappear. No inscribed lists accompany the renewed activity of the 2nd century, and this 
fact suggests that the poletai were no longer connected with the mines. It could be argued that the poletai 
simply reverted back to their previous habit of keeping only unpublished records, but it is difficult to under- 
stand why they would not have set up public records in the 2nd century as they had done in the 4th unless the 
mines were being run in a different fashion. The new issue of Attic silver coinage in the 2nd century indi- 
cates that this in fact was the case. ‘The New Style owls have on their reverse a series of letter combinations 
which most probably are abbreviations for names of mines in southern Attica.”® That the state was taking 
such care to record the exact sources of the silver used in each issue suggests that the government itself was 
now working the mines and using all the recovered ore for coinage. The mines were not being leased to indi- 
viduals, and so the poletai had no leases to administer and no records to keep. 

Five of the preserved inscriptions contain records of sales of confiscated property as well as leases of 
mines (P5, P14, P20, P26, and P43), and another has been given a restored heading which would place it 
in this group (P19). The rest are too fragmentary to allow us to say that sales and leases always shared the 


25 In addition to wealthy citizens such as Nikias, whose sizable earnings from slaves leased to the mine workings is well attested 
(Xenophon, Ways and Means 4.14; Plutarch, Nikias 4.2), some men of lesser means were also known to have leased out slaves in like 
manner, e.g. Diokleides (Andokides, 1.38 [On the Mysteries)). 

26 Crosby (Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 191, note 5) has remarked that the language of the sausage seller in Aristophanes’ Knights, line 
362, suggests a form of administration for the mines in the latter 5th century similar to that in the 4th century. 

27 Walbank (pp. 166-167 below) believes that the same reason is likely for publication on stone of state leases of public lands. For 
records of sales of confiscated properties the reasons for publication on stone were different. In the first place, such a public record 
clearly showed to all that a convicted party had been punished by having his possessions confiscated and sold. Secondly, recording the 
names of buyers and the amounts of their purchases was useful to citizens who were keen on pursuing defaulters and to the state 
which benefited accordingly by normally receiving prompt payment from buyers who were loath to default and be publicly de- 
nounced. Rhodes (Commentary, p. 555) argues that records of sales of confiscated properties were published in order to protect the 
rights of the buyer. But the wooden tablets made up by the poletai and handed over to the Boule were surely the documents that did 
this. Unlike Rhodes and others I side with those who regard the wooden tablets as archival material, not merely temporary records. 
Briefly on this, and with bibliography, cf. E. Posner, Archives in the Ancient World, Cambridge, Mass. 1972, pp. 97-102. The 
whole question of record keeping and publication by the poletai briefly occupied M. I. Finley in one of his last essays, in Ancient 
Aistory: Evidence and Models, London 1985, pp. 32-33, 40-42. Unfortunately, the best survey of the evidence is unpublished: G. V. 
Lalonde, The Publication and Transmission of Greek Diplomatic Documents, diss. University of Washington 1971, pp. 26-33. 

28. A suggestion made by A. Rehm (“Zu Aristot. "A@z. c. 47.48,” Philologus 86, 1930-1931 [pp. 118-122], pp. 118-119) for 
juxtaposing clauses within Ath. Pol. 47.2 would result in the mention of whitened tablets with mine leases. I choose, however, to 
follow Rhodes (Commentary, p. 553) and keep the word order of the papyrus. 

29 These letter combinations are discussed by Margaret Thompson in “Workshops or Mines,” ANSMN 5, 1952, pp. 35-48, of 
which the discussion in her The New Style Silver Coinage of Athens, New York 1971, pp. 613-622, is in essence a summary. The 
choice of a high or low chronology for the beginning of the New Style coinage does not affect the argument to which it is being ap- 
plied here. 
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same stele, but it seems likely that this was normally the case. Occasionally, as with P1 and P2 and proba- 
bly P4, one or more stelai were devoted to a single subject, but whenever possible the poletai seem to have 
included sales and leases all on one stone. ‘The disappointingly meager group of partially preserved head- 
ings are of no help in substantiating this statement, and they might even seem to contradict it. Thus the 
headings of P20 and P50 announce only mining leases. But since leases and sales were always grouped 
separately, it is quite possible that these two inscriptions also contained records of sales listed with their 
own headings after the mining leases. P5 provides a good example of this, with mining leases given a sepa- 
rate introductory statement in line 40. 

Sometimes the stele is opisthographic (P10, P20, P24—P26, and P53), but more often, at least with 
stelai preserving both front and original back, only the front face is inscribed: P4—P7, P13, P14, P16, P17, 
P19, P30, P34, possibly P39, P40, P45, P47, P49, P51, and P52. Only once is a lateral face used (P43), in 
contrast to the 20 other fragments which preserve part of an uninscribed lateral face: P3-P7, P9, P17, P20, 
P21, P24, P26, P32, P34, P35, P38, P40, P42, P52, P53, P55. The inscriptions are too fragmentary to 
allow much to be said concerning the layout of the text on the stone. P4 and P5 are the only certain examples 
of single-columned stelai, while P13, P18-P20, P26-P31, and P49 preserve two columns or more. The 
latter group belongs mainly to the decade 350-340 and reveals the large number of leases being granted for 
mines then. Toward the end of the century, when mine workings were slackening off, the stelai of the poletai 
may normally have contained just one column of text taking up the entire width of the stone, but no examples 
preserve such evidence. It is doubtful in any case that in periods with few mining leases records of sales of 
confiscated properties alone would have required much more than one column in an average year. 


CONTRACTS AND TAXES 


The involvement of the poletai in the letting of contracts and farming out of taxes is attested in a number of 
inscriptions, but actual poletai records of these matters seem never to have been inscribed on stone, presum- 
ably because such factors as motivated the publication of sales and leases, as discussed above, were absent. A 
brief review of the epigraphical data referring to the poletai will help to illustrate their other duties. 

It is in connection with the letting out of public contracts that the poletai are most frequently mentioned 
in inscriptions. The publication of state decrees especially involved the poletai, at least in the 5th century. By 
450 a standard publication formula had been established for public decrees: τὸ δὲ φσέφισμα ἀναγράψαι 
ἐστέλει λιθίνει τὸν γραμματέα τὲς BoAré€s: οἱ δὲ πολεταὶ ἀπομισθοσάντον TEV στέλεν᾽ οἱ δὲ κολακρέται 
δόντον τὸ ἀργύριον. The poletai were to contract with a mason to fashion a stele of the right shape and 
dimensions and a letter cutter to inscribe the text. The marble itself did not require purchase because the 
state owned the Pentelic and Hymettian quarries which furnished the stone from which stelai were made.*° 

IG 1", 23, line 11, of 447/6, is the earliest preserved example of the poletai in the publication formula, 
although the probable restoration in JG I>, 7, line 6 and the almost certain restoration in /G 1", 11, lines 
12-13 fit these inscriptions into it a few years earlier, around mid-century. ‘The other inscriptions which 
preserve mention of the poletai in the publication formula date throughout the second half of the 5th century: 
IG 13, 71, line 25; 78, line 51; 104, line 8; 136, line 39; 153, lines 22-23; 195, line 4; 10 II?, 4, line 3; and 5, line 
13. Enough of the formula is preserved so that the poletai may be restored with varying degrees of certainty in 
SEG X, 86, line 40 (=JG 1", 89, line 47, where restoration of the poletai is deleted); SEG XXVI, 21, 
lines 26-27 (=JG 1", 182, line 32, again with restoration of the poletai deleted); JG 1, 68, line 57; 102, 
line 35; 130, line 22; 149, line 2; 159, line 15; 180, line 4 (szc); 193, line 4; and 200, line 3. JG I?, 72, lines 31-32 
and 164, lines 33-34 (sic) were once restored with mention of the poletai, but these restorations have now been 


30 The absence of purchase transactions for marble in any public building account of Athens forces this conclusion. It is one which 
seems to be generally accepted (cf., e.g., RE IIIA, ii, 1929, s.v. Steinbruch [cols. 2241-2293], col. 2278 [K. Fiehn]) but not explicitly 
acknowledged by those who discuss these accounts. A welcome exception is A. Burford in her discussion of the Parthenon accounts: 
“The Builders of the Parthenon,” GaR, Suppl. to vol. 10, 1963 (pp. 23-34), p. 32. Promoting the other side, F. von Straten (“Did the 
Greeks Kneel before Their Gods?” BABesch 49, 1974 [pp. 159-189], pp. 184-186) argues, on no very strong evidence, that the stone 
for inscribed stelai was purchased. 
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discredited.*' In other inscriptions, such as JG 1", 80, lines 16-20; 84, lines 26-28; and 110, lines 20-24, of 
421/0, 418/7, and 408/7 respectively, the provisions for publication are fully preserved, but the poletai are 
not mentioned. These are, no doubt, examples of abbreviated expression. The poletai must have let the 
appropriate contracts, but the fact is not stated. 

The latest example of the poletai in a publication formula uses a different wording. ‘The inscription is a 
law on silver coinage of 375/4, which was found in the Agora and published in exemplary fashion by R. S. 
Stroud.” Stroud comments on the uniqueness of the wording of part of the publication formula, and that 
part deserves to be quoted. After the Boule orders that two copies of the law be inscribed and erected, then o 
ὃξ ypappare[v]s [δ] τῆς βολῆς παραγγειλάτω μίσθωμα Tots πωλ[ηταῖς]. [οἱ δὲ πωληταὶ ἐσενεγκόντων és 
τὴμ βολήν (lines 47-49). The familiar ἀπομισθωσάντων is missing here, but in my opinion this can be 
explained as another example of abbreviated phraseology. The poletai are not instructed to let the contract 
for the stelai, but they are ordered to bring it before the Boule for ratification. This must be the meaning of 
ἐσενεγκόντων."5 The secretary of the Boule, meanwhile, was to order the two stelai from the poletai.*4 Why 
a different wording was used here is not known, but the procedure seems to be basically no different from 
that set forth in the normal formula of the 5th century. 

With the exception of the law on coinage all known inscriptions which include the poletai in the publi- 
cation formula belong to the 5th century. After 400 the normal formula no longer mentions them. The 
kolakretai also disappear from the formula after 400, and their place is taken by other officials or at times a 
special fund. Who took the place of the poletai, if in fact they were replaced, is not revealed. One possible 
explanation for their absence could be that with the proliferation of inscribed stelai in the 4th and subse- 
quent centuries, a pool of masons was maintained by the state so that when publication of a document was 
required, the necessary workmen could be provided without the letting of a contract. New evidence, how- 
ever, generated by S. V. Tracy’s study of one letter cutter of the second half of the 2nd century B.c., does not 
lend support to this possibility.*° ‘Tracy has shown that in the 2nd century there was a small group of skilled 
cutters in Athens who operated from private shops and in competition with one another. Although this 
evidence is from a later period, it doubtlessly reflects the normal practice in Classical and Hellenistic Athens 
of contracting for public work no matter how small the job. To my mind it is as easy to maintain that the 
poletai were not replaced as contractors for stelai after 400. Their absence from virtually all publication 
formulas of the 4th century and later need mean no more than that the formulas were no longer so detailed as 
before. One obvious fact, the contracting for the stele by the poletai, was no longer stated. We have seen 
above that several 5th-century versions of the formula omitted the poletai, probably owing to abbreviation, 
and so their absence from later, less detailed formulas does not provide any basis for arguing that the poletai 
were no longer involved in the publication of inscriptions. The coinage law associates them with publication 
in 375/4, but there is no subsequent evidence to indicate when they might have relinquished their responsi- 
bilities for contracting with masons for stelai and lettering.*° 


*1 IG 1", 72 was restored by B. Ὁ. Meritt (“Attic Inscriptions of the Fifth Century,” Hesperia 14, 1945 [pp. 61-133], pp. 106- 
115). A new text, rejecting the restoration of the poletai, is given by D. Bradeen and M. McGregor (Studies in Fifth-Century Attic 
Epigraphy, Norman, Oklahoma 1973, pp. 88-89). JG 1", 164 was restored with mention of the poletai by A. Wilhelm (SBWien, 
1939 [ = Attische Urkunden IV], p. 33), but this was shown to be incorrect by Meritt (“Notes on Attic Decrees,” Hesperia 10, 1941 
[pp. 301-337], pp. 330-331). 

>2 “An Athenian Law on Silver Coinage,” Hesperia 43, 1974, pp. 157-188. 

33 Aristotle (Ath. Pol. 47.4—-5) uses εἰσφέρω in exactly the same way in referring to lease records brought before the Boule. Stroud 
([footnote 32 above] pp. 183-184) appears to equate ἀπομισθοσάντων and ἐσενεγκόντων, but I do not believe that this is possible. 
They refer to separate and distinct actions, although the latter term does imply the former. 

*4 Thus I follow Stroud in his commentary to lines 47-49 (loc. cit.), where μίσθωμα is taken as “contract”, but not in his trans- 
lation (p. 160), where it is rendered “price”. The secretary of the Boule would not know the price of the contract before the poletai 
had let it. 

*° Hesperia, Suppl. XV, esp. pp. 85-86, 120, 122. 

*° After writing these lines I find that my conclusions about the publication duties of the poletai drawn from the coinage law have 
already been enunciated by A. S. Henry (“Polis/acropolis, Paymasters and the Ten Talent Fund,” Chiron 12, 1982 [pp. 91-118], 
p. 103, note 34). Henry continues his survey into the 3rd century in “Athenian Financial Officials after 303 B.C.,” Chiron 14, 1984, 
pp. 49-92; cf. especially p. 52, note 14 where one may infer his belief that the work on publication of state documents by the poletai 
had passed to other financial officers by the latter part of the 4th century. 
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The circumstances in which the poletai occur in all other Attic inscriptions are not such as to cause 
surprise but are entirely consistent with Aristotle’s account of their contracting and leasing duties. 10 I>, 35, 
line 8 records the earliest known contract let by the poletai for a public work, for a door to the hieron of 
Athena Nike on the Akropolis shortly after 450 B.c. Contracts were also let by the poletai in JG 1", 45, lines 
10-11, for some work of Kallikrates; in JG 1, 84, lines 5-6, for an enclosure of the sanctuary of Kodros, 
Neleus, and Basile; in /G II’, 204, lines 66-67, for stone markers around the Sacred Orgas.*’ In JG II?, 463, 
line 36, they are associated with ὁ ἐπὶ rét διοικήσει in contracting for work on the city walls. The context in 
which they occur in {6 I°, 129, line 2 is not clear but probably also involved a contractual operation.*® 
Finally, an inscription should be mentioned which is not yet fully published but which provides the latest 
preserved instance of the poletai letting a contract. The inscription was found at Brauron and dates to the 
3rd century B.c. It calls for the inspection and repair of various buildings in the sanctuary of Artemis. The 
poletai are mentioned apparently in a context which orders them to let contracts for the repair work.** 

No inscription preserves mention of the poletai in connection with the leasing of a plot of state-owned 
land, but D. M. Lewis provides an example in his convincing restoration of a fragment of JG II?, 334, which 
charges them with leasing an Athenian plot called Nea.*° There is no indication that this is sacred land. 
Rather, Nea is ordinary cultivable land newly acquired by the Athenians.*! 

With regard to the leasing of state-owned sacred land the situation is wholly different. The poletai must 
be denied a role in such leases, even though one is sometimes ascribed to them. We have seen that Aristotle 
discusses the duties of the poletai in Ath. Pol. 47.2-3. In 47.4 he continues: εἰσφέρει δὲ καὶ ὃ βασιλεὺς Tas 
μισθώσεις τῶν τεμενῶν avaypawas ἐν γραμματείοις λελευκωμένοις. The rest of the chapter specifies time 
limits and defines procedures. It is held by some‘? that Aristotle’s discussion of the poletai carries over into 
47.4 and that he is saying that the Basileus brings before the Boule the leases of sacred properties made by 
the poletai. My reading of the Greek leads to a different conclusion. Aristotle ceases to write about the 
poletai after 47.3, and in 47.4 he goes on to a new subject, the leasing of temene. The break and change of 
subject are clear. 47.4 is introduced by δὲ καί, a frequent indication of a new paragraph in this piece of 
writing, and it is not concerned with the poletai. The Basileus, the official who oversees the religious affairs 
of Athens, brings forth the leases of sacred properties because he is the one who leases them. 

A survey of the epigraphical evidence for the leasing of temene confirms, I believe, this interpretation of 
Aristotle, even though it is an inscription, JG 1, 84, of 418/7 B.c., that has led scholars to accord the duty of 
leasing sacred properties to the poletai. This inscription concerns the leasing of the temenos of Kodros, 
Neleus, and Basile. Lines 11-12 read: .. . 6 δὲ βασιλεὺς μ[ι]σθοσάτο Kat οἱ πολεταὶ TO τέμενος TG Νελέος 
καὶ τὲς Βασίλες κα[τ]ὰ τὰς χσυνγραφὰς εἴκοσι ére. The poletai would thus seem to be included in the 
leasing action. These lines, however, are introductory to a long rider. ‘The main decree occupies only the first 
ten lines of the inscription, and in it the responsibilities of the Basileus and the poletai are clearly distin- 
guished: ἔρχσαι τὸ λιερὸν τὸ Κόδρο καὶ Νελέος καὶ τὲς Βασίλες κ[α] ὶ μισθῦσαι τὸ τέμενος κατὰ τὰς συν- 
γραφάς. οἱ δὲ πολεταὶ τὲν ἐρχσίι}]ν ἀπομισθοσάντον. τὸ δὲ τέμενος ὃ βασιλεὺς ἀπομισθοσάτο κατὰ 


51 Rhodes ({footnote 5 above, p. 58] pp. 27-28) has pointed out that the restoration of the poletai in line 68 of this inscription 
places them in a context inappropriate to their functions. Cf. p. 5 above. 

38 In his latest text of this inscription (Lots sacrées des cités grecques, Supplément, Paris 1962, p. 24, no. 7), Ε΄. Sokolowski has 
wisely deleted the restorations of his earlier version (“A New Lex Sacra from Athens,” TAPA 90, 1959 [pp. 253-255], p. 255), in 
which the poletai were assigned the unparalleled task of leasing charges for wood and other items used at a sacrifice. Such charges 
would more logically be handled by officials of the cult concerned. 

39 The inscription was found by J. Papadimitriou and announced in Ἔργον 1961 [1963], pp. 24-26. A photograph of the in- 
scription, but no text, was published by Papadimitriou (“The Sanctuary of Artemis at Brauron,” Sctentific American, June, 1963 
[pp. 111-120], p. 118). For further bibliography see T. Linders, The Treasurers of the Other Gods in Athens and their Functions, 
Meisenheim am Glan 1975, p. 102, note 163. 

40 “Taw on the Lesser Panathenaia,” Hesperia 28, 1959, pp. 239-247 (= SEG XVIII, 13). 

41 The character of Nea is treated by L. Robert, “Sur une loi d’Athénes relative aux Petites Panathénées,” Hellenica XI-XII, 
Paris 1960, pp. 191-194. Robert believed that Nea was part of Oropos, while I urge a different location in “An Attic Decree Con- 
cerning Oropos,” Hesperia 56, 1987 (pp. 47-58), pp. 55-57. Robert’s placement of Nea is retained by Walbank for L7 (pp. 184-186 
below), his re-edition of SEG XVIII, 13. 

42 For example, G. Busolt, Griechische Staatskunde II, Munich 1926, p. 1141; Rhodes, Commentary, p. 556. 
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[r]|as χσυνγραφάς ... (lines 4-7). The statement in the rider should not be taken to show that the poletai 
had a hand in the leasing of the temenos. They are mentioned there because their action, like that of the 
Basileus, is done xara τὰς xouvypadas. Throughout the rest of the rider the Basileus is regarded as the sole 
agent responsible for the lease of the temenos.*° 

To the evidence of this inscription may be added the unambiguous statements in JG II, 204 in which, as 
we have seen, the poletai are instructed to let a contract for boundary markers of the Orgas (lines 66-67). As 
for the renting of the Orgas, a piece of sacred land, the Basileus alone is to be responsible (lines 24-26). 
Thus, what epigraphical evidence there is appears to bear out the interpretation of Ath. Pol. 47.4 that the 
Basileus acted without the poletai in leasing state-owned sacred properties, although the opposite view 15 
taken by Walbank, pp. 149-169 below, passim. 

The sale by the poletai of the privilege of collecting state taxes** is found in three inscriptions. In 
IG 1", 130, line 6, they sell the right to collect a one-drachma levy on shipowners in Peiraieus. In the frag- 
ment of JG 112, 334 discussed above, SEG XVIII, 13, line 12, the poletai are correctly restored as selling 
the right to collect the πεντηκοστή. Finally, in JG 1", 136, Ferguson has surely come close to the correct 
text in his restoration, made exempli gratia, which connects the poletai with the collection of the two- 
drachma tax of Bendis.*° A further inscription, P26, and ancient literary sources name several other taxes, 
all of which were probably farmed out in the usual way, although the poletai are not specifically mentioned 
in association with them.*°® 

Ancient sources do mention the poletai in association with one of the most important taxes in Athens, 
the peroixtoy,*’ not as lessors of the tax, which they surely were, but as sellers of metics who defaulted in 
paying it. These passages have generated much discussion.*® The main issues are whether or not a legal 
process, an ἀπαγωγὴ πρὸς τοὺς πωλητάς, was undertaken in cases of metics who defaulted, and where the 
business involving the metic’s tax took place. As for the location, Aristotle tells us that taxes were let in 
the presence of the Boule, i.e. at the Bouleuterion, so the μετοίκιον would have been let there. It is most 
probable that the tax was paid at the Poleterion, which will be discussed shortly, and that official records of 
the tax status of metics were kept there. On the legal question, any attempt to involve the poletai as judges in 
a specific legal process must be opposed. There is no evidence that the poletai were endowed with any judi- 
cial powers. They must have frequently been called upon by courts to provide evidence in financial cases, but 
they themselves never adjudicated them. 


THE POLETERION 


The poletai had their own office, the Poleterion. Here they discharged their clerical duties and received 
various payments from sales and leases for which they were responsible. The sales and leases themselves 


*3 Although he does not specifically discuss the problem of the poletai in this inscription, Behrend (Attische Pachturkunden) views 
their activities in it in the same way that I do: cf. pp. 55-61, especially his schematic portrayal of the inscription’s business, 
pp. 56-57. In “Leases of Sacred Properties in Attica, Part IV,” Hesperia 52, 1983 (pp. 207-231), p. 221, note 92, M. B. Walbank 
argues against my interpretation of the role of the poletai in JG 1", 84 but looks favorably upon my reading of Ath. Pol. 47.3-4. He 
believes that a change of duties occurred between the time of the inscription and Ath. Pol., so that in the 5th century the poletai were 
responsible for the leasing of temene, while by the latter 4th century they had been relieved of this duty. Such a change of duties is not 
out of the question and must be considered a possibility. I would, however, expect Aristotle to have noted the change as he does in 
other instances where similar administrative changes have occurred through time. Rhodes (Commentary, p. 34, note 178) lists 
passages in Ath. Pol. where differences between past and current practices are noted. 

14 For a good account of the farming out of taxes in the Greco-Roman world see H. C. Youtie, “Publicans and Sinners,” ZPE 1, 
1967, pp. 1-20, esp. pp. 8-9 for Athens. 

45 See “Orgeonika,” Hesperia, Suppl. VIII (pp. 130-163), pp. 142-143. 

46 P26, lines 474-475, a five-drachmai tax on the mines; lines 479-480, a five-drachmai tax for Theseus; lines 487-488, a [one- 
drachma| tax for Asklepios. For the literary sources see Andreades (footnote 10 above, p. 59), pp. 277-285 for direct taxes and 
pp. 294-299 for indirect taxes. 

17 Demosthenes, 25.57 (Against Aristogeiton I); Pollux, 8.99. 

*8 The most recent is D. Whitehead, The Ideology of the Athenian Metic, Cambridge 1977, pp. 76-77, where bibliography can be 
found, but the best is still M. Clerc, Les météques athéniens, Paris 1893, pp. 15-20. 
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were transacted not at their office but at the Bouleuterion, because the poletai merely acted as agents of the 
Boule in these actions. Aristotle’s account makes this clear; I believe that it applies to all sales and leases, and 
so in my translation 1 follow those who give an instrumental rather than a locative force to ἐν in the phrase ἐν 
τῷ δικαστηρίῳ"" toward the end of Ath. Pol. 47.3, where land and houses which have been acquired by the 
state as the result of convictions on major charges are the issue. This interpretation suits the general context 
of the passage, which places the activities of the poletai in close conjunction with the Boule. Unfortunately, 
the epigraphical and literary sources are ambiguous on this point. In P5, lines 1-39, for example, Theosebes 
was found guilty of sacrilege, and his property was confiscated. After private claims had been considered and 
those found valid subtracted, the Eleven turned the remaining goods over to the poletai for sale. Similar 
procedures are outlined in Aristotle’s account of the role of the Eleven in cases involving robbers, kidnappers, 
and footpads: ... τοὺς ἀπαγομένους κλέπτας καὶ τοὺς ἀνδραποδιστὰς καὶ τοὺς λωποδύτας, ἂν μὲν ὁμο- 

λογῶσι, θανάτῳ ζημιώσοντας, ἂν δ᾽ ἀμφισβητῶσιν, εἰσάξοντας εἰς τὸ δικαστήριον, κἂν μὲν ἀποφύγωσιν, 

ἀφήσοντας, εἰ δὲ μή, τότε θανατώσοντας, καὶ τὰ ἀπογραφόμενα χωρία καὶ οἰκίας εἰσάξοντας εἰς τὸ 

δικαστήριον, καὶ τὰ δόξαντα δημόσια εἷναι παραδώσοντας τοῖς πωληταῖς, καὶ τὰς ἐνδείξεις εἰσάξοντας 

(Ath. Pol. 52.1). Although the place where confiscated properties were sold is not specified in either case, I 
believe that it is preferable to conclude that sales did not take place in the lawcourts. What took place in the 
courts was the decision to condemn and confiscate. From there the Eleven conveyed confiscated goods to 
the poletai who then sold them at the Bouleuterion in the presence of the Boule. The poletai then made 
records of these sales and kept them in their office. 

Literary sources suggest that the Poleterion was located in the Agora.°° The fact that the poletai worked 
closely with the Boule reinforces this suggestion and prompts us to look for the Poleterion in the south- 
western part of the Agora, somewhere near the New Bouleuterion. Suitable architectural remains for magis- 
trates’ offices exist in this area, e.g., the so-called Strategeion and the structures across the street from it, 
South Stoa I, and the Old Bouleuterion.*' The first and latter two of these buildings were not ready to 
provide office space until the second half of the 5th century, while the poletai needed an office much earlier, 
since they were a functioning board from early in the 6th century (see below, pp. 67-69). This leaves the 
structures across the street from the so-called Strategeion as the most suitable location for the Poleterion. 
These modest constructions were built and re-built over a period extending from the 6th to the 4th centuries, 
and they continued to exist until they were demolished to make way for the Middle Stoa in the 2nd century. 
Thus they offer the only space available for offices during most of the period in which the poletai functioned. 
We may tentatively place the Poleterion among them.»” 

It might seem logical that the poletai would have set up their inscribed accounts at their office and that 
the finding places of fragments belonging to them would indicate where that office was. The majority of pole- 
tai fragments were found in the area covered by grid squares F-I/11-15 (see Plan),°? which encompasses the 


15 Harrison (The Law of Athens: Procedure, p. 178, note 2) names and tacitly supports several scholars who translate the phrase 
as I do. The main proponent of a locative translation, with poletai sales and leases taking place in the lawcourts, is Finley (pp. 41-42, 
237, note 20). Finley cites two examples of leases made in Athenian courts, a μίσθωσις οἰκου involving the archon (Isaios, 6 [On the 
Estate of Philoktemon]) and leases for work directed by a board of epistatai (JG 112, 1669, lines 18 and 21). Neither example has any 
relevance to the activities of the poletai. Rhodes does not discuss the phrase in his commentary on the Ath. Pol., but in his recently 
published translation, Aristotle: The Athenian Constitution, New York/London 1984, p. 93, he renders it instrumentally. 

"0 These references are collected by Wycherley, Agora III, nos. 537-540, p. 165. 

1 The Poros Building was once considered among the possible sites of the Poleterion (R. S. Young, “An Industrial District of 
Ancient Athens,” Hesperia 20, 1951 [pp. 135-288], p. 187), but the recent and plausible identification of that building as the state 
prison renders this suggestion untenable: see E. Vanderpool, “The State Prison of Ancient Athens,” in From Athens to Gordion: The 
Papers of a Symposium for Rodney S. Young, University Museum Papers 1, Philadelphia 1980, pp. 17-31. 

52 This is also where Homer Thompson suggests locating the Poleterion, cf. Agora Guide’, p. 58. Convenient summaries and 
further bibliography on the buildings discussed in this section may be found in Agora XIV, pp. 29-38 (Old Bouleuterion), p. 73 
(“Strategeion”), p. 74 (buildings across the street from the “Strategeion”), pp. 74-78 (South Stoa I). 

A monument which presumably stood near the Poleterion is the only poletai dedication we have, a small marble statue base 
dedicated by two poletai in 324/3: cf. P. A. Pantos, «’ Ἐπιγραφικαὶ παρὰ τὴν ἀγορὰν τῶν ᾿Αθηνῶν», ᾿Αρχ Ed 1973 (pp. 175-188), 
pp. 175-176, no. 1. The base was found to the north of the Agora in Agia Thekla Street and in a modern context, and so it is no help 
in determining the location of the Poleterion. 

53 Of the 93 poletai fragments found in the general area of the Agora (grid squares F-R/2-16), 70 come from the southwest 
corner. My figures, which do not include the fragments of P1, are higher than those of Crosby (Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 191, note 6), 
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proposed site of the Poleterion, and so some slight corroboration regarding the location of this office might be 
indicated, even at the risk of circular reasoning. Yet the concentration was thickest right around the Tholos, 
especially to the north in grid squares F-H 11. Here is the court of the New Bouleuterion, an open space 
intended primarily for members of the Boule. But since the poletai transacted sales and leases at the 
Bouleuterion and the Boule confirmed and was ultimately responsible for them, it would also have been 
fitting for the poletai accounts to be set up here.°* Alternatively, we might explain the finding of numerous 
fragments of poletai stelai around the New Bouleuterion by arguing that the Poleterion and the setting place 
of the stelai were proximate and by placing the poletai office within the Old Bouleuterion after a transfer 
from elsewhere in the latter 5th century, when completion of the New Bouleuterion freed the older building 
for other uses. This has certain attractions but is less economical than the views favored above that the 
Poleterion was always just outside the southwest corner of the Agora while the poletai stelai were set up near 
the Bouleuterion. : 

Whatever be the true relationship between stelai of the poletai and their office, the later history of the 
stelai may be reconstructed from the contexts in which some fragments were found. P5 and PA1 (which may 
belong to a poletai inscription) come from contexts of the late 4th to early 3rd centuries and were probably 
thrown down in the disturbances which are documented for the southwest corner of the Agora at this time.°° 
Several stelai were toppled or damaged in the sack of 86 B.c.: part of P17 and P31, which were found in late 
Hellenistic contexts, and parts of P20, P26, and P53, from the early Roman screen wall around the court of 
the New Bouleuterion. P9 and P18 seem to have stood until the 2nd century after Christ when they were 
taken down for reinscription. The Herulian sack of a.p. 267 should account for the destruction of most of the 
rest, although no certain fragment of a poletai inscription was used in the post-Herulian wall (only PA5 
comes from this wall). Instead, quite a number were available for re-use in Late Roman times: part or all of 
P11, P13, P18, P19, P23, P26, P27, P34, P36, P50, P54, P55, and P56. This suggests that a number of stelai 
remained standing in their original position well on into the Roman period, although we are not to believe 
that they survived intact all this time. As successive despoliations visited the Agora, the forest of stelai, poletai 
and others, in the southwest corner became progressively depleted. Those stelai that did survive suffered 
damage with each new onslaught, so that finally little more than a random collection of stumps remained. 
P26, a large stele, seems to reflect such a sequence. Part of it (P26 b) was broken off in 86 B.c., while another 
part (P26 e) was apparently not removed until centuries later. A similar history of fragmentation could 
probably be written for the other stelai of which pieces were re-used in later Roman times. 
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We know of the existence of the poletai before the 5th century only through Aristotle’s statement (Ath. Pol. 
7.3) that they were functioning in the time of Solon. Most scholars have accepted this, and only a few have 
dissented or are noncommittal.°° Even in the face of this near unanimity, however, it is worthwhile to recon- 
sider the early history of the poletai and to ask what their duties might have been if they did constitute a 
magistracy in the early 6th century. 

Those who deny the existence of the poletai as early as Solon find it difficult to envision their function in 
a state as yet unencumbered with the economic and financial complexities that were present in 5th- and 4th- 


who counted only mining leases. Not many poletai inscriptions were removed far from the Agora: one ended up in the Kerameikos 
(P14), part of one was found near the Tower of the Winds (fragment a of P40), one came from the Akropolis (P15), and one from 
the south slope (P21). 

“4 This is the same conclusion arrived at by Crosby (op. cit., p. 191). In my opinion this conclusion does nothing to weaken the 
picture of this court drawn by H. A. Thompson (“Buildings on the West Side of the Agora,” Hesperia 6, 1937 [pp. 1-226], 
pp. 167-171 and Agora XIV, p. 33) as a secluded area not favored with many monuments. The poletai stelai would not have been 
obtrusive, and the number of people who might wish to consult them would always have been comparatively small. 

55 Most recently on this cf. Stella G. Miller, “Menon’s Cistern,” Hesperia 43, 1974 (pp. 194-245), pp. 209-210, with 
bibliography. 

56 Notable among the dissenters are K. J. Beloch (Griechische Geschichte 1, Strasbourg 1913, p. 320) and G. de Sanctis (ATOIZ, 
Turin 1912, p. 249). U. Kahrstedt (Untersuchungen zur Magistratur in Athen, Stuttgart 1936) does not commit himself, nor does 
C. Hignett (A History of the Athenian Constitution, Oxford 1952), who does not even mention the poletai. 
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century Athens. Indeed, on the basis of what we know, it would be unwise to argue for an officially recog- 
nized class of metics in Solonian Athens who were subject to a metozkion or sale into slavery by the poletai if 
they defaulted. It is equally risky to attempt to find evidence for contracts let for public works in the early 6th 
century. Civic projects there were, on the Akropolis, at the site of the new Agora, and just a bit later along the 
course of the city’s first enceinte, but it would be a surmise, backed up by no evidence, that these works were 
carried out under contracts let by the poletai. A similar dearth of evidence prohibits us from extending back 
to Solon the institution of tax-farming and the sale by the poletai of the right to collect taxes. Lastly, a well- 
known incident involving the Laurion mines leads us to the conclusion that the poletai did not lease mines 
in the 6th century. From Herodotos (7.144) and Aristotle (Ath. Pol. 22.7) we learn that early in the 5th cen- 
tury the Athenian state accumulated a large surplus of revenue from the mines, especially from the bonanza 
struck at Maroneia in 483. We read nothing about leases, nor does this accumulation of mining wealth by 
the state appear to have been anything out of the ordinary. This information suggests a different form of ad- 
ministration of the mines at this time, and presumably earlier, than in the 4th and probably the latter 5th 
century, a form in which leases and the poletai played no part. 

Two possible duties remain for Solonian poletai, the leasing of public lands and the sale of properties 
confiscated by the state. That public lands were leased in the Archaic period can be inferred from a statement 
of Photios (s.v. ναύκραροι) that the naukraroi let such leases. These were ancient functionaries of Athens, 
already active in the time of Kylon. They were principally financial officers, but in the Solonian constitution 
they managed only the naukraric fund and had no wider financial responsibilities.°’7 When the board of 
poletai was created, the major financial duties of the naukraroi passed to it. That this resulted from legisla- 
tion enacted by Solon seems a reasonable conclusion to draw from the evidence that is available.** 

The situation with regard to confiscated properties is less clear. The earliest attested confiscation in 
Athens took place during one of the exiles of Peisistratos, when his property was sold (Herodotos, 6.121.2). 
For the time of Solon we have no information, but the stele with the republication of Drakon’s homicide 
laws, JG I’, 104, provides us with some clues. This inscription reveals that the Athenians of the late 5th 
century still obeyed certain laws which were codified in the 7th century.°® Confiscations of property are not 
mentioned, but this is probably because the only part of the law which is preserved is the section on invol- 
untary homicide, in which, in later times at any rate, the guilty party was allowed to retain his possessions. 
Demosthenes, 21.43 (Against Mezdias) is an accurate statement of that law. Yet in the same passage it is also 
stated that voluntary homicides did lose their property. If Drakon’s law on voluntary homicide had been 
preserved on the stele, it is very likely, in my opinion, that the punishments which it specified would corre- 
spond to those set forth in Against Mezdias, death or exile and confiscation of property. Scholars are reluctant 
to accept this proposal because of lack of evidence,*®° but since many lacunae in /G I?, 104 can be success- 
fully filled by consulting passages of Demosthenes, we may feel some confidence that a reconstruction of 
Drakontian laws on voluntary homicide using the same passages is equally valid. We may thus tentatively 


>” Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 8.3. On the naukraroi see B. Jordan, “Herodotos 5.71.2 and the Naukraroi of Athens,” CSC'A 3, 1970, 
pp. 153-175, esp. pp. 158-160 for speculation about their financial duties; also idem, Servants of the Gods, Hypomnemaita 55, 
Gottingen 1979, pp. 56-62, where Jordan places himself in the group of those who doubt the existence of Solonian poletai. Despite 
this I find his discussion congenial to my reconstruction of the relationship between the naukraroi, the poletai, and the Solonian con- 
stitution, and at the end of his remarks Jordan admits a willingness to accept that a division of labor among financial boards began 
with Solon. A more recent attempt to place the origin of the Athenian naukraroi in the Bronze Age (J.-C. Billigmeier and A. S. 
Dusing, “The Origin and Function of the Naukraroi at Athens: An Etymological and Historical Explanation,” TAPA 111, 1981, 
pp. 11-16) will probably attract few adherents. 

°8 The same conclusion is independently reached by Walbank, pp. 149-150 below. For a recent, general treatment of leasing in 
ancient Greece, see Osborne, “Social and Economic Implications,” esp. pp. 281-292 for public leases in Athens. 

°° This point is argued convincingly by R. S. Stroud in his monograph on the inscription, Drakon’s Law on Homicide, 
Berkeley/Los Angeles 1968, pp. 60-64. 

°° A good example is E. Ruschenbusch (Untersuchungen zur Geschichte des athenischen Strafrechts, Cologne 1968, pp. 11-15), 
who does not recognize confiscation as a form of punishment in the time of Solon. The issue of confiscation is not considered in the 
recent treatment of Drakon’s law on homicide by M. Gagarin, Drakon and Early Athenian Homicide Law, New Haven/London 
1981. Much of Gagarin’s argumentation is forced and very tenuous and in the case of JG I>, 104 offers at best only a weak alternative 
to Stroud’s interpretation. 
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conclude that property was being confiscated from voluntary homicides in Solon’s time. If this is correct, then 
there was definitely a need for a board of poletai in the early 6th century, since the state would want to sell 
most of the goods it acquired in this manner. 

The very title of this board of magistrates lends support, I believe, to the conclusion that they were 
functioning in the time of Solon and even before. Why are they called twAnrat? They did conduct sales, but 
they made leases and let contracts as well. Thus, μισθωταί would not have been an inappropriate name for 
them.*! Their title must have something to do with their original function. In the 4th century, as we have 
seen, they were first of all sellers who accepted cash in exchange for goods or privileges. The verbs ἀποδίδωμι 
and πέρνημι consistently occur in literary and epigraphical sources to describe their transactions. Previous to 
the Solonian era, before money was in widespread use in Attica,°? sales took the form of barter in kind. The 
verb πωλέω originally meant “barter”,®? and this must reflect the basic nature of the early poletai. ‘They 
made sales and leases by bartering for adequate payment in kind. Thus we should accept the mention of 
Solonian poletai by Aristotle as fact. We do not know their number at this time, but they were probably not a 
board of ten until the Kleisthenic reorganization was instituted. 

If the early history of the poletai may be said to rest on reasonably firm ground, their later history does 
not. That they were still active in the 3rd century is shown by P52-P55 and the inscription mentioned above 
(p. 64) dealing with work in the sanctuary of Artemis at Brauron. From the beginning of the 2nd century, 
besides P56, there is a fragmentary list of officials from the Agora which included the poletai.°* Ferguson 
included them in the list of Athenian magistracies which he believed existed in the second half of the 2nd 
century.°> There is no reason to doubt this, since we have their proven existence in the early part of the 
century, and there were no major constitutional changes until the end of the century. Furthermore, some 
tangential support for their inclusion in the list comes from the fact that praktores with Athenian demotics 
are named in a 2nd-century inscription from Imbros.°° If this minor financial board could function so late, it 
is reasonable to believe that the poletai also continued to play a part in the financial bureaucracy of the 
government, whatever their exact duties may now have been. Thus the board of poletai probably continued 
to function until the constitutional changes of 103/2, or possibly even 86/5. 

In the Roman era there is plenty of documentation for activities formerly managed by the poletai but 
now conducted by others. For example, in a document of Hadrianic date believed to deal with tax farming 
(JG 11’, 1104) it is stated that the argyrotamiai along with the herald were to sell the securities of (probably) 
tax-farmers who defaulted. Formerly such a sale would have been conducted by the poletai. In addition we 
know from Cassius Dio (69.16.2) that Hadrian enacted a law at Athens which forbade any member of the 
Boule from having a tax farmed out to himself. The Boule, not the poletai, now apparently directed the 
whole process of tax farming. Contemporary with these enactments, Hadrian’s oil law (/G 112, 1100) pro- 
vided confiscations as penalties for certain infractions (e.g., lines 26, 29-30, 40-43). No officials are desig- 
nated to sell the property obtained under this law, for it went directly into the fiscus instead. With their 
duties taken over by other officials in this new order of things the poletai had now become superfluous. 


611 see no impediment to interpreting μισθωτῆς as “lessor”, even though the word normally indicates the one who pays rent, the 
lessee. I can cite no ancient parallels for my interpretation, but I am simply extending the meaning of μισθωτής on the analogy of 
similar agent nouns in which the ending -r7s denotes an active rather than a passive participant; cf. C. Ὁ. Buck, Comparative Gram- 
mar of Greek and Latin, Chicago 1953, p. 336, no. 484. 

62 Uncoined drachma weights of silver were in use by the time of Solon (J. Kroll and N. Waggoner, “Dating the Earliest Coins of 
Athens, Corinth and Aegina,” A/A 88, 1984 [pp. 325-340], pp. 332-333), but for most people the exercise of buying and selling in 
Archaic Athens was still based on the barter system. Kroll and Waggoner refute recent attempts to extend Athens’ coinage back to 
Solon. 

°° Cf. F. Pringsheim, Zhe Greek Law of Sale, Weimar 1950, p. 97; R. F. Willets, “ὠνεῖν = πωλεῖν, Kadmos 4, 1965, 
pp. 165-168. 

°4 Cf. B. Ὁ. Meritt, “Greek Inscriptions,” Hesperia 37, 1968 (pp. 226-298), p. 286, no. 23 (= SEG XXI, 187). 

65 (Footnote 3 above, p. 58) p. 472. 

°° JG XII 8, 51. The date of this inscription should be the second half of the 2nd century B.c. when Athens once more had control 
of the island: cf. RE XXII, ii, 1954, s.v. Πράκτωρ (cols. 2538-2548), col. 2540 (H. Schaefer). 
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P1. Seventy-three fragments of Pentelic marble, comprising ten stelai. 


Ed. A. Kirchhoff, JG I, 274-282; JG I, Supplement, p. 36, no. 279a, p. 73, nos. 277a, b; F. Hiller von Gaertringen, 
IG 13, 325-334 (rejecting JG I, 279-282); W. K. Pritchett (“The Attic Stelai,” Hesperia 22, 1953, pp. 227-299, 
photographs pls. 67-84) added most of the next 54 fragments (I 236 a-g, i-z, 1 845 a, Ὁ, 12040, 1 4408 a-k, 15226) and 
arranged all pieces into the ten “Attic Stelai”; W. K. Pritchett, Hesperia 30, 1961, pp. 23-29, photographs pls. 5, 6, five 
fragments (I 236 aa—dd, I 6881); B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 36, 1967, pp. 84-86, no. 16, photograph in R. Ross Holloway, 
Hesperia 35, 1966, pl. 30:e, one fragment (I 6991); J. McK. Camp II, Hesperia 43, 1974, pp. 319-321, no. 2, 
photograph pl. 64:a, one fragment (I 7307); SEG XIII, 12-22; XIX, 23-25; XXIV, 46; Ὁ. M. Lewis, JG 1", 421-430. 
Cf. also Meiggs and Lewis, pp. 240-247, no. 79; W. K. Pritchett, “I'wo Illustrated Epigraphical Notes,” A/A 73, 1969 
(pp. 367-370), pp. 367-368; D. M. Lewis, “After the Profanation of the Mysteries,” in Ancient Society and Institu- 
tions, Studies Presented to Victor Ehrenberg on his 75th Birthday, Oxford 1966, pp. 177-191. Since the Attic Stelai 
have recently been re-edited as JG I°, 421-430, the texts are not published here. 

The date of the Attic Stelai is 414/3 B.c. They record the sales of personal and real property of those men convicted of 
profaning the Eleusinian Mysteries and mutilating the Herms in the preceding year and are the earliest inscribed 
transactions of the poletai that have survived from antiquity. Lewis (Studies Presented to V. Ehrenberg, p. 183) once 
expressed some doubts about assigning these documents to the poletai, but he has since accepted them; cf. Meiggs and 
Lewis, /oc. cit. Lewis’ doubts were, nevertheless, not without some foundation. A special board of inquiry was created 
to investigate the mutilation of the herms (Andokides, 1.40 [On the Mysteries]), and at least one trial connected with the 
profanation of the Mysteries took place before the extraordinary court of 6000 (Andokides, zbid., 17). So it is possible 
that because of the serious nature of the matter a special board was appointed to handle confiscations and sales. Lewis is 
surely correct, however, in reasoning that because of the fragmentary nature of these stelai we do not rightly understand 
those items which do not seem appropriate for the poletai and an auction. Unless proof to the contrary is found, we 
should regard the Attic Stelai as documents of the poletai. 

Since they record sales which were the result of gravely impious acts against Demeter and Kore, it was deemed 
appropriate to erect the Attic Stelai in the Athenian Eleusinion in order to show that the offenders had been duly 
punished. A number of fragments of the stelai were found southeast of the Agora, at the site of the Eleusinion, and a 
base of sufficient size to support them was found in the excavated part of the sanctuary; cf. Agora XIV, p. 153, with 
earlier bibliography. Only the uncovering of the entire temenos can demonstrate whether or not base and stelai actually 
go together. 

We do not know if the Attic Stelai were pulled down when Alkibiades returned to Athens in 407. If there is an 
inclination to believe that they stood in their original position for a considerable time after the 5th century, it is based on 
no evidence other than the finding of many fragments of the stelai in late contexts. 

Ancient authority for duplicate copies of the Attic Stelai at Eleusis and Athens (Pollux, 10.97) and for the Athenian 
set being on the Akropolis (Athenaios, 11.476e) has been sufficiently refuted; cf. Pritchett, Hesperia 22, 1953, pp. 234- 
235; A. Pippin, “The Demoiprata of Pollux X,” Hesperia 25, 1956 (pp. 318-328), pp. 324-325. 


P2. Nine fragments of Pentelic marble, comprising from three to six stelai. 


a, b, c: Three joining fragments (I 6225 + 7202) preserving the top and smooth-picked back. Fragment a was found 
on July 26, 1949, in a modern house wall east of the Stoa of Attalos. The two joining fragments b + c were found on 
June 30, 1970, in a Byzantine context north of the Athens-Piraeus railway (J 5). 

H. 0.38 m.; W. 0.492 m.; Th. 0.084-0.088 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.015 m.; line 2, 0.012-0.013 m.; line 3, 0.009-0.011 m.; 
lines 4-30, 0.006-0.008 m. 
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d: Fragment (E.M. 7956) preserving the left side and smooth-picked back, found in the area of the Stoa of Attalos. 
H. 0.30 m.; W. 0.325 m.; Th. 0.083-0.086 m. 


e: Fragment (I 627 b) broken on all sides, found on November 17, 1937, ina modern house wall south of the Church 
of the Holy Apostles (O 18). 
H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.168 m.; Th. 0.042 m. 


f, g: Two non-joining fragments from the same stele (I 1092 and I 627 a). Fragment f preserves the left side and was 
found in January 1934, in a Roman wall between the Civic Offices and the Odeion (K 13). Fragment g, broken all 
around, was found on March 30, 1933, in a marble dump near the Tholos. 

f. H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.148 m.; Th. 0.055 m. 

g: H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.095 m.; Th. 0.042 m. 


h: Fragment (I 1894) with the right side preserved, found in late fill in grid square K 14 on April 27, 1934. 
H. 0.148 m.; W. 0.073 m.; Th. 0.032 m. 


1: Fragment (I 1681) preserving the original top, found on March 26, 1934, in a late Roman context over the north 
part of the Tholos (G 11). 
H. 0.049 m.; W. 0.073 m.; Th. 0.046 m. 


Letter height on fragments d-z, 0.007-0.008 m. 


a, ὃ, c, lines 4-5, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.012 m. and a vertical checker of 0.011 m.; lines 6-26, 
stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.044 m.; d, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.012 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.011 m.; e, lines 1-6 stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.010 m. and a vertical checker of 0.011 m.; 
lines 7—8, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.011 m. and a vertical checker of 0.019 m.; lines 9-12, stoichedon, 
with a horizontal checker of 0.015 m. and a vertical checker of 0.009 m.; f, g, lines 1-6, stoichedon, with a horizontal 
checker of 0.013 m. and a vertical checker of 0.010 m.; lines 7~16, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.011 m. and 
a vertical checker of 0.010 m.; 4, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.010 m. and a vertical checker of 0.013 m.; 
1, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.010 m. 


Ed. a: B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hespersa 30, 1961, pp. 243-244, no. 40, photograph pl. 43; ὁ, c: M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 51, 
1982, pp. 75-76, photograph pl. 27:a; d: J. Kirchner, JG 112, 1579; ὁ: B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 15, 1946, pp. 181-184, 
no. 31, photograph p. 183; f, g: B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 5, 1936, pp. 390-393, no. 9, photograph p. 391; A: B. Ὁ. Meritt, 
Hesperia 16, 1947, p. 149, no. 38, photograph pl. 23; 7: M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 51, 1982, p. 90, photograph pl. 28:a; 
a-t: SEG XXXII, 161. Photographs of all fragments, Hesperia 51, 1982, pls. 27-28. A new fragment is added to the 
series by Walbank, p. 204 below, LA2. 


a. 402/1 a. NON-ETOIX. 
a, b,c Εὐθύμαχ[ο]ς AAK[ --~-------- éypappar]- ca. 34 
eve ἐπὶ τῆς Alilynidos ἑβδόμης πρυτανείας" --------------- ] ca. 62 
[1αὄἰ ἀπέδ[ον͵)το ἐπὶ [Μ]ίκωνος ἄρ[χοντος ----------------- ] ca. 65 
[. Jaros Πλωθε[ιεὺς] ἐγραμμάϊτευε]" τῶν Τριάκοντα | -----~-- ] ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 
5 [πέϊντε ἔτεσιν ΗἸ.. .] τ[ῶ]ν ddd. . 5... ἸΤΟΜΜΕΡΟΣΙ ------- ] 
vacat 
Col. I LTOIX 25 Col. I LTOIX. 25 
[ΜΊ]ένιππος Φαλ[ηρε]ὺς [ἀπ]έϊγραψεν] Neoz[.......... ee rae ] 


[Ed ]uados Φαλη[ρέω)]-ς οἰκίας ΦΙ.. .] 
[. . .Je ἥμισυ ἧι [γ]είτωμ Boppa[de]- 
[---] [ν Βοη]θὸς : νοτόθεν δὲ ΑΠΟΧΟΠΑΝΙ!] 


10 [ἐπὼ] [.. é|mplaro Νομήνιος Καλλίο [. .] 
[---] [... .Jus ἐγγυ vacat 
[καταβολὴ] τὸ ἐνιαυτὸ ἑκάστο [. . .] 
vacat 
[....3....] Σφήττιος ἀπέγρ[αψε] 


[... 3... ΟΣ]φηττίο οἰκίαζνν καὶὶ. .] 


72 


20 


25 


10 


15 


20 


Col. 


[ΗΗΔΠ] 
[ἐπω] 


[Π] 


HHHHA 
ἐπώ 


ΠΗ 


HAAAAN 
ἐπώ 


tal 


[ΧΧΧΗΗΒΙΠ] 


[ἐπὼ] 
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ene See: je @[t γείτων νοτ[όθε]- 
[γε πλὰξ Ἰμυτί. .] βορρᾶϊθεν δὲ] 
[-... ἸΔοννς 61... 8...) ἐπρ[ἰατο] 
[- ..ὐ tL. ἡν[τ|. .][0 Σφήϊττιο]- 


[ς ἐγγυ ουακαί | vacat 

[καταβολῇ.. wal vacat 
vacat 

faaehac 9... ἐκ Κ]εραμέων ἀ[πέγρα]- 


[We..... 9... elk Κεραμέωϊν. . . .] 
tans 12° Jum ΚΩΙΩΙ.. ©. J 


[δ τ τπας ΕΝ Ἰόφιλος ν[οτόθεν] 
οι ee ] ἐπρ[ίατο..... ] 
[τ 3ες eee ΠΟ thes 
[καταβολῇ;---------- vacat] 
lacuna 
I 
lacuna 
[.. «ἡ.  ᾿ἈΑγρυλ]ῆθ[εν ἀπέγραψεν) 
[....9...Jnrrio ofixiay..... ] 
[... 3. . ἤκιον ᾿Αγρ[υλῆσιν ὧι γε]- 


[{τωμ Bolppadev ἡ δδὸΪς νοτόθεν ὃδ]- 
[€] Εὐ[θ]ύμαχος ἐπρίατίο. ... .“... 
τος Εὐθυμάχο ᾿Αγρυλ[ῆθεν ἐγγυ] 
καταβολῇ; AAAAtHK?[ —vacat | 
(Λγ)γευκόλοφος ἐξ Lada[pivos rade] 
ἀπέγ; Θεομένος Ἐυπεϊ[ταιῶνος oi]- 


κίαν ἐν Σαλαμῖνι πί.... Las) 

ι ἧι γείτωμ Boppadlev... 7... v]- 
or dev δὲ Νικόδικ[ος ἐπρίατο Σ]- 
ὡσίνομος ᾿Αριστονόϊμο. .. 7...] 
5 ἐγγυ vacat 
καταβολί ἡ): FAAAtt vacat 
Θεομένος ἑτέρα οἰκία [év..... ] 


τίωι ἧι γείτωμ Boppadlev ἡ δδὺς] 
νοτόθεν δὲ ᾿Εξήκεστος [ἐπρίατο] 
Μέλητος Μεγακλέος ᾿Αλ[ωπεκῆθε]- 
ν ἐγγυ vacat 


[καταβολῇ; AAS tr} tt vacat 


lacuna 


lacuna 
ae oe ἧι yeir lop [Boppader. .] 
[.... νοτόθ]εν δὲ H[..... cee 
[... ἐπρίατο MeA[.....°7..... 
[.᾿Αλωπ]εκῆθεν ey[yv vacat | 
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5 [κατα]βολῇ: POH t[---vacat] 
[PMI] [τὰ] ἐπώνια ὃ πριάμενος. .. 7...] 
vacat 
vacat 


[τῶ]ν “Evdexa 
vacat 
ae2e == olixiat ἃς οἱ δήμ[αρχοι ἀπέγραψαν)] 
vacat 


Νόθιππος ἐξ [Oio ἀπέγραψεν.. .] 


10 Boro ἐξ Oi οἰ[ἰκίαν. .. 7... καὶ] 
κῆπον ὧι γείί[τωμ Boppader. ... | 
[1ενω ν[ο]τόϊθεν δξ..... Beate 
lacuna 
Col. I XTOIX. 32 
lacuna 
Ἔ--. ital τ τ τῆν ας aon κα]- 
ταβολή AA[A........... ΘΝ ἘΜ ὙΠ ] 
ΒΗ τὰ ἐπώνια [ὃ πριάμενος... .ὃ...] 
Πλάτων (᾿Αὐφ[ιδναῖος ἀπέγραψεν. .. .ὃ... 
5 ς κζαδὶ σύμβοϊλοι κατεκύρωσαν. .... 3... .] 
το Δαιδαλίίδο. .......... ΤΥ eee ee ἐ]- 
FHA πὶ τῆι OPIA[...... Te ene γείτωμ πρὸς ἧ- 
λίο ἀνιόντ[ος..... τὸ ΕΣ ]δες βορρᾶθ- 
ey Κηφισόδωρος... ὃ... Js πλέθρα Wl 
10 ἐπρίατο Ape[..... eee Ἰλέμο Εὐωνυμ- 
evs ἐγγυ kat[aBoAn---------- ] vacat 
Att) τὰ ἐπώνια ὃ πριάμενος ἐτέλ]ει vacat 
᾿Αρχέδημοϊς ..... ites ἀπ]έγραψε Xapt- 
σιος alt σύμβολοι κατεκύρω]σαν Apaxov- 
15 Tildo.... eae ee Ἰωι adrop 
PHHF[...... 2... eee 2 er ne JYZAKE 
lacuna 
lacuna 
ΠΥ το πα ας εὐ, τῆ, αὐ τατῇ P 
ee ene ee ee pe 
ΠΤ" ad ee ne ee peers 
(Peers fe eee ere 
5 ᾿ἰ τὐτ τῶν ον ΤΥ ΑΔ ] χωρίον 
ἌΝ δι eh ἀντ χὶῖς ] mpos Ζ 
eee es ee een 1: ἐπρί- 
[ΤΟΣ eet ee ee ery Ἴ ]θεν ἐ- 
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10 ΡΥ een Pes aban σε οϊας | vacat 
Ii ad dygicte tiene ὌΝ Ἰουτί.] 
lacuna 
XTOIX. 
lacuna 
1 [--------~-----~--- ἀπ]έγραψε B[ -------- ] 
“ππρπρππσ JH[ ------------ } 
lacuna 


a, b, c: line 5 ὀλι[γαρχῶν] TOMMEPOE Walbank; vel fortasse ὀλι[γαρχόν]τωμ μέρος. Lines 7-8 &[ad”]|[npo(?)]? Walbank. 
Line 14 [vy "Avairio(?) Σ]φηττίο Walbank. lapis OIKIAK. d: line 8, lapis ΑΕΥΚΟΛΟΦΟΣ. Line 15, lapis KATABOAN.:. δ: lines 
3-4 MeA[nros MeyaxAco]|[s ᾿Αλωπ]εκῆθεν Meritt. Line 6 6 πρι[άμενος ἀπέδοτο) Meritt; ὃ πριάμενος ἐτέλει" Walbank. Line 9 
ἐξ [Oto ἀπέγραφε) Meritt; ἐξ [Oto rade ἀπεγ:] W. K. Pritchett, CP 51, 1956, p. 102, note 8. f, g: line 3 [6 πριάμενος ἐτέλει vacat] 
Walbank. Line 4, lapis TAATQNAG®. Line 5, lapis ZKAIZYMBO. Line 6 Δαιδαλ[ίδο συνοικίαν καὶ éoyariay(?)] Meritt. Line 7 
τῆι Θρί[αι κειμένας αἷς γείίτωμ Meritt; τῆι (6)pta[e] Walbank. Line 10 "Ape[aatypos(?) Τληπο]λέμο Meritt. Line 11 xar[aBoA7 
HAAt(?)] Meritt. Line 12, apis Alll. Lines 14-15 Apaxov|ri[3o "Adtdvaio(?)] Walbank. h: lines 6-7 [ὧι γείτωμ βορρᾶθεν ὁδὸς] 
πρὸς Z|[€av ἄγουσα νοτόθεν δὲ δδὺς] Meritt. Line 10 [ra ἐπώνια ὃ πριάμενος ἐτέλει νυ} Walbank. 

Walbank made the association of the two fragments of the heading, I 6225 and I 7202, and the discovery that the 
stelai record the sale of confiscated property of the Thirty Tyrants, the Ten, the Peiraieus Ten, and the Eleven in the 
archonship of Mikon; see “The Confiscation and Sale by the Poletai in 402/1 B.C. of the Property of the Thirty 
Tyrants,” Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 74-98, for full epigraphical and historical discussion. The preserved fragments could 
represent as many as six stelai (Stele I, fragments a, ὁ, c; Stele II, fragment d; Stele III, fragment e; Stele IV, fragments 
f, g; Stele V, fragment ἃ; Stele VI, fragment 1) or as few as three if fragment e goes with Stele II, fragment / with Stele 
IV, and fragment 1 with Stele II or Stele III. In view of these uncertainties the fragments have not been given stele 
numbers here. 

The fragments were found widely scattered, and so there is no clear-cut indication from the findspots about the 
original site of the stelai. Walbank opts for a site near the Heliaia or at the Poleterion, wherever the latter may precisely 
have been. It is just as likely that the stelai stood where later poletai accounts were probably set up, in the courtyard of 
the New Bouleuterion. 

The abbreviation éyyv in these stelai has caused problems in the past, but it is now generally agreed that it stands for 
ἐγγυηθείς. Cf. Walbank, Hesperia 51, 1982, pp. 78-79, for a discussion of Meritt’s views. Harrison (The Law of 
Athens: Procedure, p. 181) was apparently unaware of Meritt’s arguments on the matter and read éyyv(ns) καταβολή, 
κτλ. 


P3. Fragment of grayish Pentelic marble (I 2362) preserving part of the right side but otherwise broken, found in 
August 1934 in a marble pile in the area of the Tholos. 


H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.137 m.; Th. 0.116 m.; L.H. 0.008 m. 
Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, pp. 24-25, no. 32, photograph pl. 5; SEG XIX, 132. 


init. saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
a See Ol. 
[Soe ee ee a τ ee eee ΙΡΟΣΤΙ.] 
ἘΞ ΞΡ ΘΕ ΞΕ a eee ee νΞο- Αἰ]θαλίδη - 
ΓΞ ΟΠ eS aaa 55 τούτου ἐπώνια κ]αὶ κηρύκε - 
5 ΡΒ ΒΕ ΞΕ ΘΟΕ ς Παν]τάρκης 
[-----------------------------------+---------- ]δο “Ὑβάδο x - 
[wptoy ------- - -------------- --------.---------- π]εντήκοντ - 
[α---- -.---.ο------------------------------- ] ἱΙμεραῖος Σκαἰ[μ]- 


[βωνίδης ------------------------------------- Ἰάστια καὶ ο[ἰκί]- 
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10 [ay—---~----~--~--~--~-~--~--~-~~-~+----~~--- Ϊντος τῆι ἀπί... .] 
[--- --------------------------------------- - Jto δισχιλί..... ] 
[----------+---------+----------+-----+---- Jar τῶν A[...7...] 
ee ΤΥ ee eee a eee ee ee Teese 2a 

lacuna 


Line 9 [(?) προ]άστια Meritt. 


P4. Stele of Pentelic marble (I 4478) with both sides and back preserved, found on February 6, 1937, in a Turkish 
context over the north part of the Odeion (K 9). The top and bottom are broken away, but traces of a molding are 
preserved above the inscription. 

H. 0.476 m.; W. 0.352 m.; Th. 0.099 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, pp. 25-28, no. 33, photograph pl. 7; SEG XIX, 133. 
a. 370/69 a. XTOIX. 40 


[ἐπὶ Δυ]νν[ικ]ητο , ἄρχ[ον]τος ἐννέ᾽ ἄρχοντες ἔφηναν κυ]- 
[pwoalvre[s ἐ]ν τῆι βουλῆι τοῖς πεντηκοσίίοις" ae 
[κητοὴς [Φ]λ[υ]εύς, Φίλων Χολλῃίδης, Μένανδρίος... ΄“... ] 
[... ]όδοτος Λαμπτρεύς, Εὔβολος Προβαλίίσιος, .. .] 
5 : εν dns Εἰρεσίδης, Εὐθυκράτης Φυλάσίιος,. .... ] 
ος ἐξ] Oto, Kr[n]o[ta]s Βησαι[ε]ύς" Μέ[δ]ων Gopmiles a. ] 


7 ᾿ΟἸμφαλίί]ας τῆς ἄνω ἀπέγραψεν ἐ ἐν Λήμνωϊίι.. 5... ] 
[. το]ῦ Θεοφίίλο “Αλαιῶς χωρίον ἐν ᾿Ομφαλίαι [ἐν ὧι ἀμπ]- 
[ἐλο]υ ἐ ὄρχοι [κ]αὶ συστὰς καἰὶ αἸὐλὴ καὶ idle: ee ] 

10 [. δης οἷς [γείτων βορρᾶ[θεν] ποταμὸς [κα]ὶ ΚΙ.. .(... ] 
[. .]ς [ἐϊξ Oto [. ἸΑΛΑΡΓ[ΥΣΚΑΙΓΊΑΣΙΜΙ.. τ πὰ -- 
[. .] ὁδὸς ἀστί[(]α[.1Μ|.10[. . .JAEMI[. Εἰ. 1Κ{.Π||....3....1 


[. Jews KA[..... JO... ὃ. arjpds [ἡἸλίϊο ἀ]νιόν[τος .. .] 
[. .JoKaAAd...2...JAA[....JEK[...JHPf. JTIE[...7...] 


15 [...JAAOAI[....9... JIOAL......... ee ert A 
[....JPO[...3.. JAION[...JM[....9....JAIM[.. 5... 
[ete ΟΡ ΧΟ bens ΟΠ tort teas ves ie gaunes JZE[. .. .] 
[.... JA@[.. .JAdos[.... JO[......... ee ] 
[... .JONA[.....JEATIOf. .10!....... 10 νοὶ JAH. . .] 
20 [....JNEQX[....JOE[...JE[.......... Ln eae 
LE oan IKAAL cat Olencrmsemeties Be client ae 
[. . .] τὸ χωρί[ον] vorobev[.......... 25. αν eee ] 
[. ἀϊνιόντος N[.. ©. ΣΙ. .........Ψ i eee ] 
[- - .JNO[.JMIPO[............. 1 re πρὸς %]- 
25 [At]o dmovro[s...JE[............ Bt nna ] 
[. .]s rots vo[.. 5... JEETI[......... ee δ δ ] 
[. wlorapos[.............. BF gt A eietiiniets: JAEQI 
[-. r]oxwpio[y...7.. ἸΟΚΙ. JONIO[.... 24... JETAT.] 
[. JOL-Irns xo[.... 48. JAE JPL... ho JeYEL. . 
30 [.. ης; ΠΛΟΙ...... Ἐπ  ΡῸΝ JML.JA[.... 19... .JOLJOL. . .] 
[...JPATOII[...... ere JOf...... eee JAT[. -] 
[.. JAOXAIT[...........00. cr em JOT. .] 
[.. .JETHOIO[............ Peewee JEATEL. .] 
[.. JEYEZAMIHYI...JE[......... Os ital te ΙΠΣΔΙ. .} 
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35. [...] SA[A]at@s AMIOL.JP[........ 2820000... JHAOXI. . .] 
[.. JAAONTOIAELPI. .JIZ[....... eee MOTI... .] 
[.. JEAYTHI[.JBA[. . .] νοτ[ό]θεν MAAI[..... JIYEHI[. . . .] 
[.. JAIKAIOMOMH{. .JIAT[.JQPOOL.JQT. .. 2. . 1ΕΥ]....] 
[.. Ὗ τῆι THM[.JAIO[.JAI. . .JHHXXX ΣΙ.]ΟΓ[ΕΙ. JO[. ἸΣΗΙ....] 
40 [.. Μένων Θοἰρ]ίκ[ι]ος ἀπέγραψεν [..... ae JOJ[. .] 
[ot]ktay ΟΚΑΙ. .JTAZ[. .JA[........... ee ee 
[πο]ταμὺς καὶ ὁδὸς ἀστίία.......... ἘΝ μερί ες: ] 
[.. JOT. .JO[.] νοτόθεν ΟἹ. .... 2h... JEL... 19... 
[SINBA sce ass oy eon eek eee 
45 [ἀνιόντ[ος...... ΕΝ, ΤῈ ΤΗΣ ] 
ΤΕΥ ΤΥ ΥΕ τ παν τς Ce rere oe Σ ] 
[- ΤΑΝΟΙ. -««οννν νιν νννοςν Peete Νν eats 
[.] οἰκίαν [... «ον νον νννς SS ae acacia 
[ἸΟΣΊΟΣΙ. ....« «νιν νννι ΤΑΣ Σ πο τετν ae ] 
50 [..- .17|..«Ὁνὐν νι νιν ννων ee ee Ree 
lacuna 
Lines 6-7 [xarot|xos] J. Labarbe, Thorikos. Les testimonia, Ghent 1977, p. 98, no. 100; [..... | τῆς] Meritt. Lines 7-8 


[Διοδώρ[ο το]ῦ Meritt; for objections to this restoration, see Davies, Athenian Propertied Families, p. 155. 


The text is basically Meritt’s. The inscribed face is so badly worn that not much new text has been read by autopsy. 


P5 (Pl. 8). Intact stele of Pentelic marble (I 5509), found on May 25, 1938, beneath the floor of the Tholos in fill of the 
late 4th and early 3rd centuries B.c. (G 12). The stele is crowned with a flat-topped molding which preserves a painted 
band of egg and dart on the curved surface. 

H. 0.922 m.; W. of molding 0.392 m.; W. of inscribed face at top 0.36 m., at bottom 0.404 m.; Th. 0.097-0.132 m.; 
L.H. line 1, 0.010 m., lines 2-83, 0.004 m.; lines 2-83, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.008 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.007 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 10, 1941, pp. 14-27, no. 1, photograph p. 15; SEG XII, 100. For the findspot see 
Hesperia, Suppl. IV, pp. 59-60. For the first part (lines 1-39) cf. M. I. Finley, “Multiple Charges on Real Property in 
Athenian Law. New Evidence from an Agora Inscription,” in Stud: in onore di V. Arangio-Ruiz III, Naples 1953, 
pp. 473-491; Institut Fernand-Courby, Nouveau choix d’inscriptions grecques, Paris 1971, pp. 143-149, no. 26. For 
the second part (lines 40-83) cf. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 206, no. 1. 


a. 3676 α. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 39 


"Eat Πολυζῆλο ἄρχοντος πωληταί 
Πολύευκτος Λαμπτρεύς, Δεινίας ᾿Ἐρχιεύς, Θεαῖος 
Παιανιεύς, Θεότιμος Φρεάρριος, ᾿Αριστογένης ᾿1φ- 
ιστιάδης, Γλαύκων Λακιάδης, Κηφισοκλέης Πειρα- 

5. evs, Νικοκλέης ᾿Αναφλύστιος, ois ᾿Εξήκεστος Κοθ- 
9 / 9 U / 
wKlons ἐγραμμάτευεν, τάδε ἀπέδοντο Tapadafov- 

\ “A ε / ? / A 
τες παρὰ τῶν ἕνδεκα Φαίακος Αφιδναίο καὶ cvvap- 
χόντων᾽ Μονιχιῶνος δεκάτηι ἱσταμένο, Θεόμνηστ- 
ος Δεισιθέο ᾿Ιωνίδης ἀπέγραψεν Θεοσέβος τοῦ Θε- 

10 οφίλο Ξυπεταιόνος οἰκίαν ᾿Αλωπεκῆσιν δημοσία- 
= = ! nw € ¢eal δ.» δ 
ν εἶναι, He γείτων βορρᾷ; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐς τὸ Δαιδάλειον 
φέρουσα καὶ τὸ Δαιδάλειον νοτόθεν: Φίλιππος ᾿Αγ- 
nm ¢ / i ¢ ! = A 9 ¢ 
ρυλῆ, ἁλόντος Θεοσέεβος ἱεροσυλίας καὶ οὐχ ὑπομ- 
͵ A U « ! “. δ] vA ὁ / 
εἰναντος THY κρίσιν ὅσωι πλείονος ἀξία ἢ ὑπόκε- 
15 erat Σμικύθωι Τειθρασίωι: HF δραχμῶν, κλητῆρ Δι- 
ογείτων ᾿Αλωπεκῆθεν, Φιλοίτιος ᾿Ιωνίδης" Κιχωνί- 
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dns Διογείτονος Γαργήτ καὶ κοινὸν φρατέρων Me- 
δοντιδῶν ἐνεπησκήψατο ἐνοφείλεσθαι ἑαυτῶι κ- 
A “A / 3 “A “.., an 9 a 
at τοῖς φράτερσι ἐν τῆι οἰκίαι τῆι ᾿Αλωπεκῆσι H ὃ- 
/ a 9 ν) / / 
paxpas, ἣν ἀπέγραψεν Θεόμνηστος Iwvi Θεοσεβος 
a / 
εἶναι Ἐυπετα ἧι γείτων βορρᾶ ἡ δδὸς ἡ és τὸ Δαιδά- 
λεζιδον φέρουσα καὶ τὸ Δαιδάλειον, νοτόθεν Φίλιππ- 
9 “59 9 \ A A / A 
os ᾿Αγρυλῆ, ἀποδομένο ἐμο(ὶδ καὶ τοῖς φράτερσιν T7- 
5. , / μααί “A \ A 
ν οἰκίαν ταύτην Θεοφίλου Ἐυπε; τὸ πατρὸς Tov Θεο- 
δ 9 / ” / Γ 
* mJ - 
σέβος ἐδοξεν εὐόφειλεσθαι. Joapxos Φιλωνος Eun 
εἰ;)ται; ἀμφισβητεῖ ἐνοφείλεσθαι εαυτῶι ἐν τῆι οἱ- 
κίαι τῆι ᾿Αλωπεκῆσι ἣν ἀπέγραψεν Θεόμνηστος Δε- 
a = 
ισιθέο ᾿Ἰωνίδης, θάψαντος ἐμὸ Θεόφιλον 6 ἦν ἡ oik- 
la καὶ τὴν γυναῖκα τὴν Θεοφίλο AAA: δραχμάς. ἔδοξ- 
εν ἐνοφείλεσθαι. Αἰσχίνης Μελιτε(ὺς) καὶ κοινὸν ὁ- 
ργεώνων ἐνεπεσκήψαγτο ἐν τῆι οἰκίαι ἣν ἀπέγραψ- 
/ 9 / 9 / ς A 
ev Θεόμνηστος Iwvidns ἐνοφείλεσθαι εαυτοῖς: 
/ Cc oA A 9 7 / 
AAtttt δραχμάς, πριαμένων ἡμῶν τὴν οἰκίαν TavT- 
\ / / a9 4. 9 LN / > 
nv παρὰ Θεοφίλου τούτο τοῦ ἀργυρίο ἐπὶ λύσει. ἔδ- 
οξεν ἐνοφείλεσθαι. ὠνητής, Λυσανίας Παλαθίωνο- 
ς Λακι FFAAM: τούτο τὴν προκαταβολὴν τὸ πέμπτον 
μέρος ἔχει ἡ πόλις καὶ τὰ ἐπώνια καὶ τὰ κηρύκεια 
\ / / \ / \¢ 
καὶ Σμίκυθος Τειθράσιος ras πεντήκοντα καὶ ἐκ- 
arov’ ἀθρόον κατὰ τὴν ἀπογραφήν. vacat 
vacal 
μέταλλα ἐπράθη ἐπὶ τῆς ᾿Ιπποθωντίδος πρώτης, Ae- 
\ ν) 4." “ Φ / / 
ξιακὸν ev Νάπει ἐπὶ Σκοπιᾶι, ὧι yet πανταχόθεν N- 
ικίας Κυδαν, avn Καλλίας Σφήττι AA: Διακὸν ἐπὶ Λα- 
/ Φ Ἁ ey, / 9 / A κα ’ 9 
υρείωι, ὧι γεί; πρὸς NALO ἀνιόντος Ta χωρία τὰ ᾿Εξω- 
πίου, δυομένο τὸ ὄρος, ὠνη ᾿Επιτέλης ἐκ Κερα AA: ἐπὶ 
Σουνίωι ἐν τοῖς Χαρμύλο παίδων, ὧι γεί; βορρᾶ Κλε- 
, t , > , ᾿ 
oxptiTos Atyt, voto; Λεῦκιος Lovie, ὠνῇ; Φειδιππος 
Πιθεὺς ΔΔ; Ποσειδωνιακὸν ἐν Νάπηι τῶν ἐκ τῆς στή- 
λης ἐν τοῖς ᾿Αλυπήτου, ὧι γεί Καλλίας Σφήττι καὶ Δ- 
/ / 9 \ / 9 / 
ιοκλέης Πσεῦς; ὠὡνητῆς Θρασυλοχοζ:) ἌΜΕΎΡΡα: ΧΗΙ͂Β 
e “A 9 ΄ 9 9 
Αγνοσιακὸν τῶν ἐκ τῆς (σ)τήλης, ὠνη; Τελέσαρχος Αἰξ- 
w: XPP- ᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν τῶν ἐκ τῆς στήλης ὠνη: Θρασὺλ- 
Ψ 9 / δ" “A 9 / 7 νὴ 
oxos ᾿Αναγυρᾳ; HP’ ἐπι τῆς Αντιοχίδος δευτέρας ἐπ- 
\ / 9 _\ \ \ / Φ / A 
ι Λαυρείωι αὗτο καὶ Tas κατατομᾶς, ὧι yet; Boppa A- 
ιοπείθης Εὐωνυ; καὶ Δημοστράτο κάμινος Κυθήρ, ν- 
υ; μόστρ μ MP, 
/ A / 9 / λ ὁ Cal ee 
oro τὸ Διοπείθος ἐργαστήριον Kat ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἁμαξι- 
KT) καὶ ἡ χαράδρα ἡ Θορικίων; avn: Κηφισόδοτος Αἰθ- 
A 9 “A nak? 9 / Φ 
α AA; Δημητριακὸν ἐν τοῖς Τιμησίου ev Νάπηι, we ye- 
t; Νικίας Κυδαν; νοτό Διοκλέης Πιθεύς, ovn Δήμων ’A- 
γρυ; AA; ἐν Μαρωνέαι “Ἑρμαικόν, ὧι yet Διοφάνης Lov- 
νι; ὦνη: Φιλῖνος Σουνι; AA; ἐπὶ τῆς Οἰνείδος τρίτης, 
9 \ raed / / od 9 “A / Φ / 
é7[t] Λαυρειωι Θεογνίδειον ἐκ τῆς στήλης, ὧι yet T- 
ὃ ᾿Εξωπίο χωρίον, avn: Καλλίας Λαμπτρ P: ἐπὶ τῆς Κεκ- 
/ / 9 A = / 9 / = / 
pomtdos τετάρτης, ἐπὶ Σουνίζωλι ἐν Νάπει Πυρρίει- 
ον, ὧι γεί πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιόν: Καλλίας ᾿Αλωπ, δυομέ Νικ- 
las Κυδαν, avn Καλλίας Σφήτ AA; Θορικοῖ ᾿Αρχηγέτε- 
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tov ἐν τοῖς Δημοφίλου, ὧι yet; Boppa: καὶ νοτό Δημό- 
φιλος, ὠνη Κηφισοφῶν Συβρί AA; ἐν Νάπηι ἐν τοῖς χω- 
ρίοις τῆς Χαρμύλοϊ Jv γυναικός, ὧι yet; τὸ χωρίον τ- 
ῆς γυνα(ι)κὸς τῆς ᾿Αλυπήτο, βορρᾶ Τελέσων Lo(v) vu; πρὸ- 

70 ς HALO ἀνιόν; χωρίον Τελέσωνος Σουνι, δυομένο ᾿Επ- 
ικράτης Παλλῃ; ὠνῃ; ᾿Επικλέης Σφήτ: ΔΔ; ἐπὶ τῆς Αἰγη- 
δος πέμπτης, ᾿Αρχηγέτειον καὶ τὰς κατατομάς, στ- 
ἤλην οὐκ ἔχον, Βήσησιν ἐν τοῖς Κηφισοδότο καὶ Κα- 
λλίο, ὧι yet πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιόν: Καλλίο Λαμπ; πύργος κ- 

75 αἱ οἰκία, βορρᾷ; ro{t} Κηφισοδότου ἐργαστῇ; voro τὸ ᾿Α- 
ρχηγέτειον, ὠνῃ; Κηφισόδοτος Aida; AA; ἐπὶ τῆς Λεω- 
ντίδος ἑβδόμης, ἐπὶ Σουνίωι ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι Κεραμ- 
εικόν, ὧι yet; Διοπείθης Εὐωνυ; avn ᾿Αλεξίμαχος Πή- 
ληξ: AA; ἐπὶ Σουνίωι ἐν Νάπηι ἐν τοῖς Χαρμῦλο παίδ- 

80 ων, ὧι yet βορρᾷ; Πύρρακος Aiyt; νοτό; Λεύκιος Σουν, 
avy: Φείδιππος Πιθεύς; AA; ἐπὶ τῆς ᾿Ἐρεχθείδος ἐνά- 
της, ἐπὶ Σουνίωι τῶν ἐκ τῆς στήλης Λευκίππειον B- 
ἥσησι, avn Χαιρέδημος ᾿Αγνοῦ; HF vacat 

Lines 21-22, lapis AAIAA|AEON; line 23, lapis EMOY; line 30, lapis MEAITEI; line 49, lapis OPALYAOXO”’ANATYPA; 
line 50, lapis THETHAHY; line 63, lapis ΣΟΥΝΙΑΙ; line 69, lapis TYNAKOZ, LONNI. Line 82 (ἐπὶ Σουνίωι) Eliot, Coastal 


Demes, pp. 94-96. In line 32 the punctuation mark occupies a letter space. 
A few minor corrections have been made to Crosby’s text. 


P6. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 2964) with the left side and rough-picked back preserved, found on May 4, 1935, in 
a late disturbance just above bedrock in the southeast part of the Bouleuterion Plateia (G 11). 


H. 0.237 m.; W. 0.12 m.; Th. 0.075 m.; L.H. 0.006-0.007 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.008 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 206-208, no. 2, photograph pl. 83; SEG XXVIII, 119. 


paullo post a. 367/6 a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 
lacuna 
eee Ἱμπιακὸ[ν ----~-----------------------------~-------- ] 
[Bopp ]a@ev’No|---~-------------------------------~-------- ] 
[. . dwleypawar[o -~---------------------—----_-----~-~~----- ] 
[. . μέταλλον Θο[ρικοῖ ------------------ ee See te 
5 [iid (ORKOD ἘΝ} Sa SaaS es ae a ae ὧι 
[γείτων βορρᾶθ]εν ----------------------------------- ἡλίο δυ]- 
[ομέ]νο ἱερὸν M[ --~---------------------------------------- ] 
[. .]exoyv ἐν AvAl@pe —---—-=—--—------+=----+- +--+ -+---+-+++~+- ] 
[. Ἰκριτος Σουΐνι —-------------~------------~---------- ἐπὶ Θ]- 
10 [ρ]ασύμωι ὧι yletrwv βορρᾶθεν -------- ---------------------.- ἡλ]- 
[{1ο δυομένο ΣΙ----- ------ - -- - ὠνη----:---------ς---...:...--- ] 
ας Θορίκ PFA[ —---------~------------------------------ ’A7ro]- 
λλωνιακὸν ΟἹ -------------------------------- ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι] 
Βα(μ)βιδείω[ι —----------------------------------~-------- ] 
15 ρηματατοί------------------------------------------- Ποσ]- 
edswrta[koy —---—~------------------------~------~+-------- ] 
ov ἐμ Μαρ[ωνείαι ------------------------------------- ἐμ Πα]- 
γγαίωι [--------- ----------------------------------- κατατ]- 
ομή, ὠν[η πῶσ BO στε εὐ τα δ πιο τὶ τις κι τ GOP rag oT? Vg gig? Gorath, FS oak osc 7 x ] 
20 s Evw[yy --------------------------~--------------------- ] 
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lacuna 


Line 14, ἰαρὶς BABIAEIQ. Lines 14-15 [?x]|pypara Crosby. 


P7. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 2503) preserving the right side and rough-picked back, found on March 2, 1935, in 
a modern wall over the south part of the Odeion (M 12). 


H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.162 m.; Th. 0.074 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.008 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 208-209, no. 3, photograph pl. 83. 


paullo ante med. saec. IV a. | LTOIX. 


lacuna 
[Spee eee See ee ae ee eee JIO[.JEN[.] 
Γὐκειυει ιν ες Crt sere eee heer ree ete ἽΝΕΜΜΙ. .JA[.JO 
[--------------------------------------------- ΙΝ τὸ Προκλε 
(ae ΤΣ eee ΣΕ σοι ΕΟ: jrov éa[t] Σ᾿ ο[υ]ν - 
Sy Ae ee σὰ σ τ τ συ, HE[. . .JNEL. . 
ΞΕ ΕΥ eee tee eee ΞΘ ee Ἱν καὶ τὰς of. .] 
[---------------------------------------- βορρ]ᾶθεν ἡ χαρ[ἀδ]- 
(ee ee δι σροσι ἡλίο alo” τῶν ΕΟΙ. .] 
[tao eee ee etal τε τε δες eee se ] ὧι γεί[τω]ν νο[τ]- 
10 [όθεν-------------- @yn----~-------------------- ]Ιαμβ FY Ω1{1Τ|.] 
[----.--...-..-..-.ὄς-....-..-.. --.--.----.------ ]Ἰρης ᾿Απολλωνι 
[---------------------------~--------+--~---+- lxos Aigw [.JAKA 


[------------------------------------------- Ἰχύλο θυγ[ἀτ]ηρ 
[ase Ses εξ  S τὲ ἐξίς ἐξυρανεε τε ρει κίε δι eee aes ] μέταϊλ]λον [.] 


ΠΣ ΞΕ ΞΞΕΞΕΈ ΞΕ ee ΞΕ ΕΞ ΞΈΘΞΕ ΞΘ ΞΡ ἐν τῶ]ι λόφωι τῶ- 


lacuna 


Lines 3-4 τὸ IIpoxAe€|[ovs (?)] Crosby. Line 12 [(?) Τελέσαρ]χος Crosby. Line 13 [ΑἰσἸχύλο Crosby. 
In line 10 Crosby read A:{o]r[t], but omega is clearly visible after the vacat. 


P8. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 6641) broken on all sides and at the back, found on November 12, 1953, in a marble 
pile in the southwest corner of the Agora square. 


H. 0.17 m.; W. 0.083 m.; Th. 0.06 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.006 m.; lines 1-8, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.008 τὰ; 
lines 9-15, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 1-2, no. $1, photograph pl. 1; SEG XVI, 122. 


paullo ante med. saec. IV a. LTOIX. 
lacuna 
fee eee TY ain Nini Seas ss as aee ee eee ee 
Coe ΟΝ 9 ea EPNIAl 22s ae eos per 
ees δος ΠΣ ΊΝ IA | ees ως ] 
ΞΕ ΕΟ τ ltotaxoy Ὲ [33  θ:π δ σε οι πεπειξοε 5. 9. πὶ. Se oo2a5e55 ] 
Se oe ΠΡ aa ere ΠΣ 
omen, ςενς I ota) BUNTY tees Siete εἰς 
ae eS Paull Al aaa ao es 
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ΠΕ ν 10 ΑΝ ΕΙΣ ΜΝ Ξοβρ θιϑιν ὩΣ κευρυθο renee Pere αν... ] 
1@: este ess πα NAM ΟΥ̓ rpssee esa eae oe ot ] 
ΠΤ συ τ acto PAD Nil Ξώξξ ῖξιις eet eee 
[----------.... 2 .jparos [[-~--------------~------------ ] 
[~---------.... Ss NOI Ua st ree eel | 
[a er δες τ νος τον σον a ede ee 
15 [----------.... 2... ΑΚΙ. .JT[-------------------------~--- 
lacuna 


P7 and P8 may belong to the same stele, as Crosby suggested. 


P9, Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 6149) preserving the original left side but broken away on all others. The back 
was re-used in the Roman period for a decree of A.D. 116/7, of which part of the heading is preserved. Found on April 
26, 1949, in a late wall across the Great Drain, southwest of the Agora square (D 16). 


H. 0.36 m.; W. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.094 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 2-9, no. 52, photograph pl. 2; SEG XVI, 123. 


paullo ante med. saec. IV a. XTOIX. ca. 87 
lacuna 
τε ΝΥΝ eee eens eee ee eee κε τας 
reer ree BO ba ch aleldaae ΣΈ ΠΥ Se ie te 
ore BO a tte JONAI[ ----------------------------------- 
dence be τ γε ον σον JKKOYOj ---------------------------------- 
5 [....9.... μέταλλο]ν ἀπεγράψατο Β[ήσησιν —------------------------ ] 
eee eee JA νοτόθ ra ᾿Ασπέτο ἐϊδάφη ------------------------- ] 
— it π]αλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον [-------------------------------- 
ἘΌΝ πρὸς ἡ]λίο ἀνιόν Κ[αλ]λαισχροί ------------------------------ ] 


Perna ] Παλλη ἀπεγράψατο ᾿Αναφλυϊστοῖ μέταλλον -----------------] 

10 [...7.. Jou πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιόν Δήμων ’Ay[pv-------- ὠνη--------- Παλλη AA’ 
Διόφαντος Θρασυμήδους Σφήττι ἀ]- 

[πεγράψαἾτο ) wle]radAov ἐπὶ Θρασ ὕμωι π[αλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον ΞΡ ΟΝ ΕΟ: ] 


ον élp[yalornptov Θρασυλόχο ᾿Ανί -------------------------- ὠν]- 
[η Διόφ]αντος Θρασυμήδους Σφήττι AA” ΜΙ --------------------- ἐν το]- 
[is. . Ἰχάρους ἐδάφεσιν οἷς yet βορρᾶ [----------------- wvn---------- 
15 [... ἥμπου Προσπάλ AA’ Δι[ότ]ι[μ]ος Εὐωνίυ ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ------ ὧι 
yet βορρᾶ ΔΊ- 
[ἰότιἹμος Εὐωνυ νοτόθ ἡ 6d0[s] ἡ [. . ©. . }]Q[------------------------- wovn 
Διότιμος Εὔωνυ AA’ Εὐαίων Κηφισοδώρο ®...°. . ἀπεγράψατο μέϊ]- 
[ταλ͵λον Θορικοῖ παλαιὸν ἀ[νασάξιμ]ον [ --------------------------- ὦ]- 
[vn ΕἸὐαίων Κηφισοδώρο ΦΙ.. © AMA” [᾿ΑἸπ[όληξις Κηφισοδότο Aida μέταλλον 
| aneypawaro —------------- παλαιὸ]- 
[ν ἀϊνασάξιμον στήλην éx[ov..... Ἰει[ο]ν [ὧι γεί------------------------- ] 
20 καὶ ἐσχατιὰ καὶ ἡ xapadpla] ἡ [... 1ΔΗ] φέϊρουσα --------------------- χ]- 
ὡρίον καὶ οἰκία avn ᾿Απόληξι[ς Κ]ηφισοδό[το Aida AA” ---------------- ὧι 
γεί βο]- 
[ρ]ρᾶ ὃ Βαμβίδειος λόφος νοτόθ ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπίϊ-------------- ὠνη -------- - - - - ] 
[Ἰνα AA” Φιλόφρων Πειραι ἀπεγράψατο μέϊταλλον ------------------- σ]- 
[τή]λην ἔχον ὧι yet βορρᾶ Διότιμος Εὐωνίυ-------- @vn --~--------~--- 


25 [. Je παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον στήλην ἔχον év[-------- ΒΕ, ΟΡ ] 


30 


35 


40 


45 


Line 16 [εἰς AvA]@[va] vel [ἃπὸ Map]o[veiov]. Line 28, lapis KHOHP. Lines 38-39 [Β][[ἡσ]ησι vel [᾿Αμφιτρ]) [οπ]ῆσι. 


CATALOGUE 
[.] ΔΔ τ ᾿Αμειψίας Κυθήρ ἀπεγράψατί[ο μέταλλον --------------------- ὧι 
γεί βορ]- 
[p]a τὰ Διοφάνους ἐδάφη νοτόθ ἡ χαράδρα ἡ ἀ[πὸ ------------------- ὠνὴη 
᾿Αμειψίας ------------ ] 
[ο]Ἱυς Κζυγθήρ AA” Ξενότιμος Προσπάλ ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον -------- ὧι γ]- 
[ε]ί βορρᾶ Φείδιππος Πιθ]ε ν]οτό[θ. .1Ο[.1Λ{ -------------------------- ὠνὴ 
Ξενότιμος Προσπάλ AA” ---------------------- ] 
απορίδης Θεοπόμπου Κο[λ]ων[ἢ] ἀπ[εγρά͵ψατο [μέταλλον -------------- ὧι 
᾿ yet βορρᾶ- ---᾿ΑἹ- 
[ν]δρίου [χ]ωρίον “AAat νοτόθ ἀγορὰ Β[ησ]αιέω[ν -------------------- ὠνὴ 
| ----απορίδης Θεοπόμπο]- 
[υ] Κολωνῆ AA ” Ed[alvipos Εὐαινέτο ᾽Ἐρχί[ι] ἀπε[γράψατο μέταλλον -------- ] 
[... ]σιακὸν ὧι yet βορρᾶ ἡ δ[δ]ὸς ἣ φέρει] Βήσίαζε ------------------ ὠνὴη 
Εὔανδρος Evawero Ἔρχι AA” ------------------ ] 
[Τελ]ενίκο Περγα ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλοϊν ---------------------------- ] 
[.10[.Ἰληκὸν πρὸς ἡλίο δυομέ τὰ ᾿Αμφικί-- -- -ἐδάφη---- -(νη----- Τελενίκο Περγα 
AA” ᾽Επικράτης Φιλοκράτους ᾿Ελευσί ἀπεγράψα]- 
[το Φρ]εαρροῖ μέταλλον Εἰ .]ρωικὸν [π]αλ[αιὸν ἀνασάξιμον ----------- ὠνὴ ᾽Ε]- 
[π]ικράτης Φιλοκράτους ᾿Ελευσί [AJA 2 | ---~--------- ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον 
—----- ὧι γεί π]- 
[αἸνταχόθεν Διοπείθους Φρ[ε]α χωρίον [vn ----------- AA?” ‘Ayvias "Οαθεν 
ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον --------- ] 
[. .1ησι παλαιὸν (ἀνασάξιμον) στήλην ἔχον [ὧ]ι yet Bloppa—---------------- ] 
[- . .Jaxwy καὶ ἡ 680s ἡ εἰς ἀγο[ρ]ὰν [-------------- μεταλλὸν 6------------- ] 
[... ἐϊργάζεται myn ᾿Αγνίας Οαἰθεν AA” Κηρυκίδης Εὐξιθέο ἐκ Κολωνοῦ ἀπεγρ - 
ἀψατο peradAop--------- ]- 
[- .. .6] λ[όϊφος 6 Βαμβίδειος π[ρὸς ἡλίο --------- ---.-.------.-.-..--.-.-.-..- ] 
[... .ov]n Κηρυκ[(δ]ης Εὐξιθέϊο ἐκ Κολωνοῦ AA” ------------------ ἐν τοῖ]- 
[s ἐδάφε]σι τοῖς Θεμιστίο [ὧι γεί---------------------------------.-.-..-- ] 
een pee TA eae en ea eed 
lacuna 


ἀνασάξιμον omisit lapis. 

In the next to last preserved letter space of line 41 I read, with Crosby, a circular letter. Meritt has doubted this reading (Hesperia 
36, 1967, p. 100), but to my eye the traces of a closed, circular letter are clear. The final letter is unquestionably an alpha, and so I 
read Οαίθεν], despite the reservations expressed by Sterling Dow on this spelling for the mid-4th century (“The Attic Demes OA 
and OE,” A/P 84, 1963 [pp. 166-181], pp. 172-173). 


For the decree on the back of the stone, which suggests a line of about 87 letters, see M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, 
p. 5, note 2. 


P10. Fragment of an opisthographic stele of Hymettian marble (I 1261) composed of two joining pieces, preserving 


81 


part of the smooth-picked top but broken at sides and bottom, found on February 1 and April 13, 1934, the smaller 


piece in surface fill northwest of the Tholos (G 11), the larger in late fill also northwest of the Tholos (F 11). 
H. 0.136 m.; W. 0.158 m.; Th. 0.086 m.; L.H. 0.004—-0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and 


a vertical checker of 0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 209-210, no. 4, photograph pl. 83; SEG XXVIII, 120. 


Face A 
paullo ante med. saec. IV a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 
lacuna 
[-πτονννννννννι re eee ΙΣΙ. .JK[ ---------------------~-- 
ΞΕ frat at τὰ σευ τη K]epapecx[oy -------------~--~-~-----~--~- ] 


Baers μὴν τ τ See abe ᾿Αρτε]μισιακὸν [--------------------~-----~-] 


82 II. POLETAI RECORDS 


[-- a. eee Hi lepptetoy | ΠΣ ΘΠ ee ] 
5 ar et ees εἰν Ἐν τς ] avn Φιλοκλῆϊς —------------------------ ] 
ΞΕ ΕΝ, αν ὧι] yet βορρᾶ Avovy[------------------------ ] 
ΞΕ ΕΝ - ἐν JHPY ἐπὶ [Σ]ουνίωι ἄνω Nuud[accov—------------------ ] 
aa ] Θορί ἠργάσατο ὠνὴ ᾽Αντιμί ----------------------- ] 
[----...7...] τὸ ἐργαστήριον ὃ Πολύξενος ---------------------- ] 
10 [----... ὧι γε]ί βορρᾶ Θεμιστίο ἐργαστήριον -------------------.-. ] 
[----...7.. JA’ Μνησίλοχος Σουνι ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον -- -- ---- - 
[----...°... τ]ὸ ἐργ[α]στήριον τὸ Διοτίίμο ---------------------- ] 
[----...7.. ἡγήν[ω]ρ Φρεάρρι ἀπεγρ[άψατο μέταλλον -------------- ] 
[-α-ς δος Ἰσίο χω]ρίον δυομένο! ---------------.-.-........... ] 
15 [----...... re Jot ἐν rots ἐϊδάφεσιν τοῖς —------------------- ] 
AB doe eee mo lous apeme(=eSsae eas ee εξ σος 
ΞΞΞ-- ΡΥ ΤΥ tice ] πρὸς [ἡλίο -------------------------- ] 

lacuna 

Face B 

lacuna 
fe ee WIOAE (hice atentente kta axes: ele] 
[etek eee ἘΡΕΤῈ WAT (piece Sacugee ok ow ticcenn st oe 
20 ΞΕ eG sas te ete δ]υο[μ]έϊν]ο KoA[......... a ee: oe 
[SSesseee-5 seo μέταλλον] ἀνασάξιμον [........ ΝΡ ae 
[Ss2=s5es6 ose eee es SS = πρὸ]ς ἡ[λ]ίο ἀνιόν H[....... ΠΣ τ τ | 
eee ere ἀπεγρ]άψ[α]τ[ο] peradAoly..... ee Sees] 
[eee ΘΕ eee ἡ δδὺς ἡ] ἀστικὴ Βήσαζε [pepovoea.... 1°... ----] 
25 (--------------------- ἐρ]γάζεται avn Kad[....... Pleased | 
[----~---~----------------- Jov στήλην éyov[.......28....... Soni] 
[------------- ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Λαύ]ρειον hepovo[a....... Feit ~-+-] 
[------------------------- |v ἀνασάξιμοίν ....... τον khan ~~~] 
(---------------------- Aalunt μέταλλ[ον ἀπεγράψατο. . ©. ..----] 
30 ee er Εν Joaxatro[......... ieee | 
pee ee eas ea JOXEP[.......... eo cca aets | 
[er ee es a ee νν ᾿ς kcreageusea ac ΤΣ | 

lacuna 


Line 8 ᾿Αντίμ[αχος (?)] Crosby. Line 13 [(?) "A]ynv[w]p Crosby. The restoration is probable, but it should not be considered well 
attested as is done by Davies, Athenian Propertied Families, p. 500, under 13374. Line 15 ((?) Θορικ]οῖ Crosby. 


P9 and P10 are probably from different stelai, but similarities in lettering and arrangement of texts suggest that they 
are closely contemporary. 


Pii. Fragment of a stele of white to gray marble with bluish veins (I 6647) broken on all sides, found on March 30, 
1954, built into a late Roman wall in the southwest part of the Agora (H 14). 


H. 0.132 m.; W. 0.173 m.; Th. 0.035 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and a 
vertical checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 9-10, no. S3, photograph pl. 1; SEG XVI, 124. 


paullo ante med. saec. IV a. LTOIX. 
lacuna 
ee ee a re Lo ee VA Os aa ee ΕΙΣ ΠΥ τς 
[---------- ἐν Tots ἐδάφε]σιν tots] Ov| ----------------------- ] 


ee ee ᾿Αρτ]εμισιακὸν ἐπὶ ’ E6[---------------------] 


CATALOGUE 83 


ea eee 10. Jéov χω[ρ]ία πρὸς ἡλίο [ ------------------ ] 

5. [----------....9.... μ]έταλλον ἀνασάξιμον [ ------------------ ] 
[----------....9.... σ]τήλη[ν] ἔχον [.ἸΝΙ. ἸΣΕΝΟΙ ------------- ] 
[ase See ee: μέταλ]λον ὃ [ἀπεγράψατ]ο [[. JH[ --------------- ] 
ΞΕ τ 6 πρὸς ἡ]λίο ἀ[νι]όν δ[δὸο]ς Βήσα[ζε--------------- ] 
ΞΡ Ξ oes .. ἀπεγράψατο μέτα[λλ]ο[ν] παλ[αι]ὸν [ἀνασάξιμον ------- ] 

10 [----------....9.... ἐπὶ Θράσυ(μ]ο[ν] νοτόθ Εἰ ---------------- ] 
fi eo 5 Peer τὴ ]στήλην ἔχον ᾿Ηρω[ικὸν —-------------- ] 
ae ἘΝ ee lop OIA ease eee ee 
ee eee ὧι yel Bloppa 6 λόφος vol --------------------- ] 
Se eee reer ates: \kot AAA IAM) 22s 2eceee sess esse e 

15 [----------...... 13... JOYAIKOJ[ . JAAH[ ------------------ 
(a eer 15 case ] ἐργαστήριοϊ[ν -------------------- ] 

᾿Ξ ἘΝ τον ciate: low K Neopet eee 

lacuna 
Line 13: either vo[rd ---] with Crosby, or No{---], name of the hill. 


P12. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 631 c) preserving only the inscribed face, found on April 19, 1934, in a modern 
context south of the Tholos (G 12). 


H. 0.147 m.; W. 0.145 m.; Th. 0.008 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 269-270, no. 22, photograph pl. 94; SEG XXVIII, 131. 


paullo ante med. saec. IV a. LTOIX. 

lacuna 

[----------..... Movs 0. -----------.........--..--- ] 

ere ΠΝ Peas: |p fe ee ee can pee ere mea 

ee ΤΥ ΡῈ ἸΑ ον Ὁ] Sess seek ete oor ect 

peat Yo OEP ALUN 2 hoe ere eS 

§ [----------.... 10. Ἴιον <r) fs [σἸτήλης [ -------------------- ] 

ΞΕ 9... ριον νοτ[όθεν -------------------------- ] 

ΞΕ eee στή]λην οὐκ éxo[y ---------------~---------- ] 

[----------... ae .| Avo[t]Jorparo| -------------------------- | 

eee ee ] ὧι ye[t] Bo[p]paGe[y—--------~----~---------~- ] 

10: {{Ξ:Ξλβείξ εξ οι ξοσον us JO[ . ] "AvagaAv npyat[ero -----------------~-~- ] 

aa ameypalwa[rjo HAAPA. . JO[ --------------------- ] 

[Ξε εεεθεςιξούσει: ©... Ἰχοῦτο μετα λ λον,» Ξιτελϑτισιόξιοις asec! ] 

Ξ-“-“--- . ἀπεγράψατο “Ἑρμαικὸν Of -—-----------~---------- ] 

[---τ--------ονν 7... ἀνι]όϊν ὃ λ]όφος καὶ A[--------------------- ] 

15 [----------........ ΟΣ Ὁ JO[ . INI[-----~--------~---~----- 
lacuna 


Line 5, lapis IONAHY. Line 13 O[opexot ---] Crosby, probably correctly, but Θ[αλινοῖ ------Ἰ might be possible if the restoration 
of P29, line 6 could stand; cf. the apparatus criticus to that line. 


Crosby originally read a punctuation mark for the upsilon in line 10, and this led her to place the inscription fairly 


late in the series. She later made the correct reading: Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 10, under no. 53. P12 has no punctuation 
marks and may assuredly be dated before 350. 


P13. Seven fragments of Hymettian marble, from a three- or four-columned stele. 

a: Fragment (1 1851) preserving part of the fine-picked top surface, found on April 14, 1934, in a late Roman context 
next to the foundations of the northwest corner of the Middle Stoa (H 12). 

H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.299 m.; Th. 0.03 m. 


84 


II. POLETAI RECORDS 


b: Fragment (I 679) broken on all sides, found on April 11, 1933, in a late wall east of the Tholos (I 12). 

H. 0.126 m.; W. 0.211 m.; Th. 0.051 m. 

c: Fragment (I 631 f) broken on all sides, found on January 31, 1935, in a late wall south of the Tholos (G 12). 

H. 0.112 m.; W. 0.109 m.; Th. 0.034 m. 

d: Two joining fragments, the smaller (I 1570) found on March 15, 1934, in a late context just northeast of the 
Tholos (H 11), the larger (I 2738) found on April 8, 1935, in a modern cellar wall over the northeast part of the Odeion 
(M 10). The joined fragments are broken on all sides, but the larger fragment does preserve part of the smooth, 


uninscribed back. 
H. 0.161 m.; W. 0.35 m.; Th. 0.113 m. 


6: Fragment (I 631 d) broken on all sides, found on April 20, 1934, in a late context east of the Tholos (H 11). 
H. 0.06 m.; W. 0.086 m.; Th. 0.03 m. 


f: Fragment (I 810) broken on all sides, found on May 15, 1933, in a late context east of the Tholos (H 11). 
H. 0.11 m.; W. 0.055 m.; Th. 0.025 m. 


Letter height on all fragments 0.003-0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 210-218, no. 5, photographs pls. 84, 85. SEG XXVIII, 121. 


ca. a. 350/49 a. XTOIX. 39 
Col. I 
lacuna 
ΠΣ ἀπ δεντο νὸς Beets athe Re en ες στ ες JQI a 
wade encsokaraee Ae eT ee Ie Js Σίφν- 


5 


10 


15 


20 


[- ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ἀνασάξιμον Ποσ]ειδωνια- 
[κὸν στήλην ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς Χ]αρμῦλο πα- 
[ἰδων ὧι γεί Bop....... De adioee: νοτ]ό Λεύκιος Σ- 
[ουὐνι MV. ......... 22 eae. Jt XHHA: ἐπὶ Lo- 


| A 23 


υνίωι-- ------ -- -- -- μέταλλον---------- - | ἀνασάξιμον K- 
ngpleatee cane Gti ὧι yet Bolppa Διοκλέους Lo- 


SS 2155 ϑέἔἔϑϑϑξοην 
A 
aa ~------ voTo—------ Σουνι χωρίον πρὸς 


[ἡλίο δυομένο ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Θρά]συμον φέρουσα στη]λ]- 
[nv ἔχον ὠνη...... ἌΡ Ἰίππο ᾿Αφιδναῖ ΗἸ. .. .] 
ΠΟ ee ἀνασ)Ἰάξιμ[ον.... τ΄... 


lacuna 


[.Αἰϊσχύλο; Θριασ [ΣΙΡΊ. .JHE[.JO[........ Meets dame 
[μέταλλον στήλην ἔχον Ocol.......00.....05. ] 

ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Τίμων[ος.... ὧι yet βορρᾶ] 
Διοκλῆς Σουνι νοτό ᾽Αριστι[... 7... -πρὸς ἡλίο ἀν]- 
([ὁ]ν Κίμων Σουνι πρὸς ἡλ[ίο vo. ...... 11 ς ον ] 

ὠνη Εὐφράνωρ Φιλ!........... ee Φα»]- 
οστράτο Γαργή [ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἀν]- 
ασάξιμον ᾿ Ἡρ[ωικὸν.... “. ἐ- .ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν T]- 


lacuna 


CATALOGUE 
Col. I 
lacuna 
ausadeeeteeas Te Ἰσιάδης ᾿Ωνησο b 

Oo [en eine oa: OF er esters νο]τό ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς A 
“«------.--.-.24.------ ον. 

[ See φέρουσα---------- τὸ Micon tou τὸ 
$27 —____--____» 

| SS tie @vn---------- ] idns Σίμο ΠΙ[αι]α- 
Weis οῦπωηες Dy eeieese be ]Y[. . ἀπ]εγράψατο perad- 
[Aov...... ΤΣ Ania Joe ἐν Τί. ..JHAAKOYNTI Θεοδο 

30) ες τὼν eee τ]ῶι Δι[οἸκλέους Σουνι ὧι γε[(] Bo- 
[ρρᾶ ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Θρασ]ύμου Μ[α]ρ[ὠν]αζε φέρουσα ν[ο]τό 
[...««διςς ἐργαστήρ]ιοίν πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιόν ᾿Αρεσίας 
[. δι. «πρὸς ἡλίο δυ]ο ἡ 8[b]s ἡ ἀπὸ Θρασύμο ἐπὶ Σού- 
[νιον φέρουσα ὠνη. ΟἿΣΙ. ..] ᾿Επικλέους Σφήττιος H.] 

25. Wivemaguhs He cree ] ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ΚΙ.] 
Εν eee ἐν τοῖ]ς ἐδάφεσι [τ]ο[]ς ᾿Αρισί. .. .] 
ΎΕΥ Υ Ἐπ σι τυ σον JAL..... re 

lacuna 
Col. II 
lacuna 
ere es Σά π ens ΝΑΙ... ς 
πες πα του τς ὌΝ ΤΠ Jou ἀπὸ [. .] 

AO” ξρον tax Ἐδῶ τας πρὸς HALO ἀ]νιόν ἡ ἀκρί.] 
lisieotesaauins Gabtunee Lee ee ee ὠἸνη ᾿Αμεινίαίς Φ]- 
[tAivo Loum... 7... -μέταλλον ᾿ΑἸφροδισιακὸν e[v] 
το[ῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς... 7... ὧι γ]εί Bop Δημοφίλ[ο] 
[.JOO[.......... a Τ avn] Πολύμνηστος ΘΪε]- 

45 ομν[ήστο......... τος γροενεν ]8ns Θεοτίμο ἐξ [O}- 
ἴ[ο] μέίῖταλλον ἀπεγράψατο στήλην] ἔχον ἀνασάξιμ[ο]- 
y[..JA[..... 10. ὧι yel Bop Λυσικ]ράτης Κικυν ν[ο]- 
τίό] Σαί......««νννς Boch tats ἡ] ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Λαύ[ρ]- 
ειον [φέρουσα πρὸς ἡλίο dv0..... ]μων πρὸς ἡλίο[υ] 

50 amoly........ ΕΟ ΣΝ Ἀν ἢ ὠνὴ Εὐδ]ρ[ά]ων Εὐδράον- 
os Θο[ρίκι... 7... μέταλλον ἀνασάξι]μον Νυμφαι- 
κὸν στήλην ἔχον... .. 2... ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]εσιν το[1]- 

ς Αὐτί. ..οννννννννς Ptah katy ut Ges ρει ἡ] 
xapa[dpa7......... LCR eee: ] 

55 oKv6[npp.......... Ὁ ΤῊ ΡΝ ] 

(| eee ere Eee eta amas ote ἐπ᾿ ] 
lacuna 
Col. I 
lacuna 
ΡΣ Bis tence gte ley courte a ene eer Teer) Ἰκλῆ- d 
Sie easiest rita, ute gedss J ὌΝ ΥΥ ΜΉ inne ΙΘΟΚ 
Ass sean ΔῊ ΤῊΝ νον Αἰγιλ 
ἜΝ ΗΝ can τε eters πὶ τοῖν τ ἀπ]εγρ- 


85 


86 


65 


70 


75 


80 


85 


90 


95 


eee ee Js “Epyx[.JHH Βησαι Xatpeas Atoy[..... ] 
[.... μέταλλο]ν ἀπεγράψατο Βήσησιν ᾿Απολλων]ιακ]- 
ὃν [στήλην ἔχ]ον ἀνασάξιμον ὧι γεί βορ Καλλίου [ἐρ]- 
γα[στήριον ν]οτό ᾿Ανδρίου χωρίον καὶ πρὸς ἡλίου ἀ]- 
[ἐρ]γαστήριο[ν] 

ν[ιόν.. .ἴ.. 1 avn Διότιμος Μνησιστράτο ᾿Αχαρίν.] 
ΞΘ. aiese Ἰώρο Πόρι ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλοϊ[ν στ]- 
ἥλην ἔϊχον Βήση]σιν ἀνασάξιμον ᾿Αθηναικὸν ἐν [τοῖ]- 
ς ἐδάφ[εσιν τοῖς] ᾿Επιζήλο Φρεαρρί ὧι γεί Bop κα[τα]- 
τομὴ τί... ."... .Jaxod μετάλλο νοτό τὸ ᾿Αρτεμί(σι]- 
ον roély....9... Jv καταβαίνοντι πρὸς ἡλ[ίου ἀν]- 
Lov τὸ ἐργαστήριον] τὸ Φιλοκράτους Εὐωίνυμ ἡλίο]- 
[υ] δυο ἐργ[αστήριον Ἔσο Pacanlors ὠνη.. ὃ... 
ls OND UT ee otra santo πε 

lacuna 

lacuna 
eee as a ee eres IKAH|...2...] e 
5 Be ok ἀπὺ μέταλλον ᾿Αθ]ηναικὸν Ph. esece 
(pang Dates ee a chain anette: ] ἠργηκὺς ὧι yelt Bop... .] 
eee: aperee voto ᾿Αν]δρίο κάμινος π[ρὸς ἡλίο ἀ]- 
[νιόν.... 7... ἐργαστήρ]ιον πρὸς ἡλίο d[vo. . ©. . .] 
«..-..--.--- ὕ...--.- | 9 —______—_p»- 
j ------.... ὠνη---------------- ἀτους ᾿Οῆθεν ΗΚΙ... ὃ... 
ἰνοταπ τος PO cal shal μέταλ]λον ameypaylaro..... 
eee 10... ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι Β]αμβιδεί[ωι.. ©. . .] 
ὌΠ Oat tchttieata hat, ἐπὶ JAA... 2...) 

lacuna 

Col. I Col. II 

lacuna 
eas] ΕΜΟΥ͂Ι...... «ον ννννιν Ὁ τες σὰ ἐς ποι aneypa|- 
[. δ᾽ JA = WaropléradAAov........... OF eau: ἐν] 
[33 |T τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσιν rois....... Roe ae ὧι yet Bop] 
[. 38. JO "EmOelrov.. 0... 6. ee eee Re ae re ee 
oA -OAHMOliijrtdocieebtoacd ee ities eee ie ey 
bee πρὸς ἡλί[ίο ἀνιόν .......... ΟΡ ee πρὸς ἡλιο] 
[78 JA δὃδυοέἐργ[αστήριον........... See de aioe 
[. 8. Iw = =AQNOJ..........- OF Uti an aire ΤΥ 
LT: ΡΡΙΪ ἐς το ῥοολεῖν FO oe chs shi ave Scot 
[..3.1 ΈΕΟΙ.....ονννννννν A ee STS 
ΟΊ eee OO aa Mion tapas uetantes 
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[dwaro............ ἘΣ ἢ δα απο τς τὸ ox ΙΙΣ [.] 
fa eae odds ΘΟ we Ns ao and JAO 
ecenadesndcaouse ee ee ΙΠ 
lacuna 
Col. I 
lacuna 


[τε E ep... 2... Juayos AAL... 28... J 


lacuna 
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Line 5 [Sop Πύρρακος (?) Αἰγιλ vor] Crosby. Lines 25-26 Αἰ[ὑλῶνα (Ὁ) φέρουσα πρὸς ἡλίου dvo τὸ ἐ] Crosby. Line 31 
M[a]pavace Crosby, but questioned by J. Labarbe, La lot navale de Themistocle, Paris 1957, p. 25, note 1. With him I do not see the 
omega or nu, but the rho may be read, dotted. The vertical hasta is preserved, but the loop is chipped away. Line 42 [Βήσησι 
μέταλλον ᾿ΑἸφροδισιακόν Crosby. Line 43 [ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς ᾿Επιζήλο] or [ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Καλλίο] Crosby. Lines 76-77 [avn 
Θεόδωρ] [ο]ς ᾿Ολυμπίίχου MeAt] Crosby. 

In lines 51-56 Crosby may be correct in identifying the mine with the Nymphaikon of P24, lines 2-8 and restor- 
ing here 

Νυμφαι- 
ov σ[τήλην ἔχον Μαρωνείαι (3) ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]εσιν το[1]- 
ς Αὐτ[οφάντου ὧι yel Bop χωρίον Λυσιθείδου καὶ ἡ] 


xapa[dpa.... 2... eee eee eee. voro Avrodavr]- 
o Kv6[npp ἐργαστήριον πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν Διοφάνο]- 
[vs] | 


P14. Four fragments of Hymettian marble, three of which join, found in the Kerameikos in the winter of 1909 /10. 
Both pieces preserve the fine-picked top surface and uninscribed back but are otherwise broken. 


a: H. 0.23 m.; W. 0.10 m.; Th. at top 0.107 m., at bottom 0.089 m. 
δ: H. 0.093 m.; W. 0.13 m.; Th. 0.106 m. 
Letter height on both fragments 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. J. Kirchner, JG II”, 1583. Cf. W. Peek, AM 67, 1942, p. 16, no. 14; M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 220-221, 
no. 7. : | : 


ca. a. 350/49 a. | -YTOIX. 


lacuna 

a [----------....... 13 we. JE[ ----------------------------- ] 

ΞΕ ΤΙ ΕΞΕΕΞΙΕΕΥ σε: ] 

[ee oe 7. ἢ] χαράδρα ἦ [ --------------------------- ] 

[—----------.... ae .jpeervaA[ ------------------------------- ] 

5 [---------- ... ἀνασά]ξ: ἐπὶ Θρ[ασύμωι -------------------- ou] 

[-----~----... 7 ...J: Tyenl -------------------------------- 

ee eee δ ΣΙ ΕΑ] See ae ] 

τ ie ea no a pig a ds I cc a ee πὸ δε 

[SSS ee eae ἐμο αν 

10 [-----~-----------~----~------------+-+--+~+----+-+--+------- ] 

[----------,..4... JA[..... JP[.JA[ ---------------~------------ ] 

(eee εν tthe JENA ΣΙ ΠΥ ΠΒΒΕΤΤΕ ΝΠ ] 

ae Bae hae ] vo[r:] ἡ xa[padpa ἡ ----------------------- ] 

[----------..... 8. . JOM. .MIA[ --------------------------- 

15 [-------~--.... 9... Ju ἐργασί[τήριον —----------------~------- ] 
[----------.... 2... | --------------------- ----------- if 

[---------- ... μέταλλ]ον ἀπί[εγ]ράψίατο ------------------------- ] 

[----------....7.... |: ἐν το[ῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς ------------------- ] 

[----------... ὧι γεί]: Bop: μέταϊλλον ------- -------- ---------- ] 

20. ee ee 8 |.) χ]αράδρα ἡ eis [-------------------~------- ] 

ΞΕ ---- ... μέταλ]λον Εὐδώτειοίν -----------.-.-...-........ ] 

[3.3.8 25:25 πον ae δ᾽ 1 ᾿Απολλοδώρου[----------------.....-..- | 

f~------~-- ... avacalé: "Audttpon|-------- ~—---~---=~+=------ ] 

[-S ποτ oils: Anpurpona| 22-5" 2550 τρις oe eee ] 

25 [----------... : ον ἡ vor: Σιμύλο[υ -------------------------- ] 

σον 6 | ἡ] ὁδὸς ἡ Βήσαζε [φέρουσα -----------------.-- ] 


EE .... Ποτ]αμί: épyac[rypuoy —--------------~-------- ] 
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lacuna 


lacuna 
b 90) NaS a See SSS. lve: r7js oixial[s ----------------------------- 
See ὠικοδ)ομημένα ἐν τῶϊι —-------------------------- ] 
Stee ... κα]λουμένηι ἧι γί --------------~------------- ] 
ἘΞ οἱ . τῶν ἐ]ρανιστῶν τῶν μί -------------------------- ] 
ΞΘ Jo[.] ἐγ Κολλυτ: οἱ ------------------------- - ] 
2.5: Vee eee. fog Oop Yo) ~aesee ase a αι ος: ] 


~=--------,,.0.... |Tovrer τῶν [33 ετσϑξε 4254552555552 2 | 


lacuna 


Line 4 [πε]ρίστυλίο-- -] Kirchner; [ ᾿Α]ριστύλ[λο-- -] Peek, Crosby. Line 11 [ἐ]ρ[ γ]α[στήριον] Peek. Line 12 [€3a]gn Kirchner; 
[---ἰφηίμου Φ]ελλ[εύς ?] Peek. Lines 32-33 γί[είτων τὸ Kowbly τῶν ἐ]ρανιστῶν Kirchner. Lines 39-40 καὶ [ὠ]φ[λ]η[ἰκότος τῶι 
δημοσίωι-------Ἰ [[ἔδοξε δὲ ἐν]επίσκημίμα εἶναι-- ---- -Ἰ Crosby. 

On the basis of her restorations of lines 25-27 Crosby calculated a line of 39 or 40 letters, depending on the form of 
the abbrevations ὑπ 

ower |: vor: Σιμύλοίυ ἐργαστήριον πρὺς ἡλίου] 
[ἀνιόν: ἡ] ὁδὸς ἡ Βήσαζε ἰφέρου: mpos ἡλίου δύο: Σιμ]- 
[ὑλου Ποτ]αμί: ἐργασ[τήριον ὠνη):..... aa eee ] 


P15. Fragment οἵ Hymettian marble (E.M. 7960) broken on all sides, found on the eastern part of the Akropolis. 
H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.12 m.; Th. 0.048 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. U. Koehler, JG II 2, Addendum, 782 Ὁ; J. Kirchner, JG 112, 1584. Cf. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, 
pp. 221-222, no. 8; Eliot, Coastal Demes, p. 102. 


ca. a. 350/49 a. LTOIX. 
lacuna 

[ane ΣΦΕ Jobs | es ΞΕ συ - ] 
[----------..... ates ΑφροΪδισιακ: Εἰ ---------------------- ] 

[aH Se ττ 10... ὧ]ι yetr: mpols ἡλίου ----~--------------- ] 
eee Se ras 9. . Jou εἰς "AvdA[voroy--------------------- 

5. [----------... 6 | ἐργα]στήριον τὸ Nexe[----------------------- ] 
ΞΡ ore ate καὶ τὸ ἐργαστήριον τὸ ---------------------- ] 
ἘΠ νοτ]όθ: ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἐξ At[A@vos —---~------------- ] 

Ξ του ὠνὴ ᾿Α]ντίμαχος ᾿Αλωπε[κῆθεν ---------------- ] 
ae ee δ ἀπ]εγράψατο péra[AAov--------------------- ] 

10 [---------- στήλην éx lov Διονυσιαίκὸν ----------------------- ] 
[----------.... : ἐν ἦν Λυσικράτοίυς ------------------------- ] 
[----------....7.... vy "Adpodio[taxov ----------------------- | 
[----------..... ‘i ... πρὸ]ς ἡλίου ἀ[νιόν-------- --.---------------- ] 
[----------.... Pe ats Ηφαι]στιακίον ------------------------ ] 

15: eee tesa cake Seated ΤΠ eee eee ener ere 
ee eee Ns cain VN eee ξιε ις λοεσ ἐς ] 


lacuna 
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P16. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5749) preserving the smooth back but otherwise broken, found in a modern 
wall west of the Panathenaic Way opposite the Eleusinion (R 21), on March 30, 1939. 


H. 0.19 m.; W. 0.18 m.; Th. at top 0.061 m., at bottom 0.054 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 
0.006 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 222-223, no. 9, photograph pl. 85; SEG XXVIII, 123. 


ca. a. 350/49 a. LTOIX. 
lacuna 

(en ee ernie ie aaa IDO | S2ee arte acess 

ΞΕ renee tow: et ere |s ovnrn|s --------------- ] 
ΕΞ ΠΟ. OF eee Νιϊκοδήμου A[ -------~----~---- ] 
[----------....9.... μέταλλον παλα]ιὸν ἀνασάξι[: ------------- - ] 

Sa ee ee ees ἐν] τοῖς εδάφε: το[ῖς ~----~--------- ] 

ΞΕ πεν συν Pheu’ Ἰσιακὸν στήλην ἔϊχον ------------ ] 
ΞΘ θὰ Oe: Ιου καλούμενα é5ag[n------------------- ] 
See esi ites ae iene lus: χωρία πρὸς nAijov---------------- ] 
[----------... 7... ὠνητὴς] Κηφισόδωρος ᾿Αθμονεὺς ----------... ] 
Πρ ΠΟ ΨΥ YD ac Jos Λουσιεὺς μέτ[αλλον ἀπεγράψατο —------ ] 
ΞΕ. .... παλαιὸν ἀ]νασάξι: στήλην [ἔχον ---------------- ] 
[SSS ἐν Tots ἐδάφ]ε: Tots Νικίου Θοἰρικίου ὧι γεί: Bop:--------- ] 
[pee a ν ςον ΠΡ εν ] Σμίκυθος Θορίκί[ιος---------- --.-.-.-ὄἕ...... if 
(ae Se δ vot]: ἡ ἀτραπὸς ἡ ἐπὶ ------------------- ] 

15. ee .... πρὸς ἡλίου δυομέ: ᾿Αρχεστίράτου ------------.-.- ] 
ΞΕΞΞΞ το -- .... ὠὦνητὴς Πο]λύευκτος Σφήττίιος ----------------- ] 
ΠΤ το ee |s ᾿Αμφιτροπῆθ: ἀπ[εγράψατο μέταλλον ----] 
ΞΡ παλαιὸν ἀνα]σάξι: ‘Eppat[kov------------------ ] 
Ea ες ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε: τοῖ]ς Τεισάνδ[ρου-------------.-...... ] 

20) Wes ee MONEIOl. S23a34e see oe sea 
Ξε εν acetic acter ee ee ὙΒΉΝΕ, 

lacuna 
Line 3 ᾽Α[θμονε:] Crosby. Lines 4-6 [----- μέταλλον παλα]ιὸν ἀνασάξι[: καὶ ἐπικατ) [ατομὴν Θορικ: ἐν] τοῖς ἐδάφε: roi[s 


᾿Επαμείνον)] [ος Θορι: ᾿Αρτεμι]σιακὸν Crosby. Lines 13-14 Θορίκ[: πρὸς ἡλίου av: χαρ) [ἀδρα (?) νοτ]ό: ἡ ἀτραπὸς ἡ ἐπὶ 
Renee 10. ἄγουσα] Crosby. Line 15 ᾿Αρχεστίράτου ἐργαστήριον] Crosby. Line 18 “Ἑρμαι[κὸν στήλην ἔχον] Crosby. 


P17. Two non-joining fragments from a stele of bluish Hymettian marble (I 870 a, b). Fragment a was found on 
March 2, 1935, in a Hellenistic context southwest of the Tholos (F 12). Fragment ὁ was found on May 26, 1933, built 
into the wall of a late pit east of the Tholos (H 11:1). Fragment a preserves the left side and ὁ the bottom and complete 
width and thickness of the stele. 


a: H. 0.11 m.; W. 0.095 m.; Th. 0.025 m; L.H. 0.007 m. 

δ: H. 0.855 m.; W. 0.485 m.; Th. 0.105 m.; L.H. 0.007 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.012 m. 

Fd. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 15, 1946, pp. 185-187, no. 32, photographs pp. 185-186. 


ca. a. 350/49 a. LTOIX. 39 
lacuna 
a ROMs ποθι ρον ον Ἔθος τε ee eee ] 
[.ἸΚΟΛΊ. ta «ον νιν νν νιν νιν cet ete eee mare 
[Bloppad[ev............. Le eT Oe er | 
[.JEKAIPE[............. ET Oe Ta 
5 [Ilep]yaon[Oev.......... Pee ΝΣ ἀπο keenis ] 
[.. Ἰδωρου [.... «Ὁ «νον ν νος τ ἘΝ ] 
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P18 (Pl. 9). Two joining fragments of a stele of Pentelic marble (I 865 + 7359), preserving only the inscribed face. The 
former fragment was found on May 25, 1933, in the wall of a late pit east of the Tholos (H 11:1), the latter fragment on 
March 23, 1972, in buttress II of the Late Roman Round Building north of the Athens-Piraeus railway (J 5). In the 
second half of the 2nd century after Christ the back of the stele was used for a prytany dedication. 


H. 0.565 m.; W. 0.47 m.; Th. 0.085 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 272-274, no. 25, photograph pl. 95 (I 865 only). ‘The text of the mining 
leases of I 7359 is unpublished. The reverse face of I 7359 is published by J. S. Traill, Hesperia 47, 1978, p. 311, 
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lacuna 
lacuna 


[... JO[. JHEILJITON[........... ὌΨΙΝ ] 

[. JAEIOIPQJ.JO[.JE[.JHI........... οὐ cared ] 
[Γλ]αυκίππου Θυ[μα]ιταί[δέως........ δον ννννις 

[. JHE[.JYA[.JOX[. JIZTOA[.......... τς ΜΕΝ Ἢ ] 
Ξενοκλέος [Μελ]ιτέως ΟἹ. ...... ἦδοννννςς ἧι yet 

των βορρᾶθεν ἡ δδὸς ἡ Sy[moota...... 07.2.0... ] 

καὶ οἰκόπεδον Μελιτέων πρὸς [ἡ]λ[(]1ο[ν ἀνιόν ..... ] 
Μικίων μέτοικ[ος ἡλίο δ]υομένο δὲ Σω!..... 19....] 
ΕΠΠΙΚΊΝΕΚΙ...7... 1Α4Τ|...... ᾿Αν]αγυρία.... ."....1] 
ΚΑΤΗΡΙΊΕΥΕΙ. . Κ]αλλισθ]ένου . Ἰφικηί.... ὃ... 
aney[pal wer Ἐ[ε]νοκλέος [Μ]ε[λιτέ]ως οἰκ[ίαν καὶ χωρί]- 
ο[ν] καὶ [κ]λισίον ἐμ Μελίϊτηι ἦ]ι γείτων βορρᾶϊθεν. .] 
ΗΙ. . ἸΟΙΪ.ν]οτόθεν δὲ τ[ὸ οἰκ]όπεδον τὸ δημόσιον |... .] 
E[.... πόλοχος Χα[.1Τί. ]ΕΣΑΝΠΔΙ. . ©. JATIE[..... 
[.... JAQANHH[. ... ἐπὶ τῆς] Αἰγηίδος [. . 5... 

[οἱ δήμ]αρχοι ἀπέγ[ραψαν.. ©. . JOZEPE[. .JO[. . ©. . .] 
[.. δι. JOBIOATPI..... eee JAKONTA[... 8... 


[.. 5... σιν ἦι γείτων Boppadev...... De aact: 
[.....Jos νοτόθ]εν...... re ΕΑΓ de 
[...7.. .JXOXNI[...... Oak sade ΙΗΟΙ. ee 
[.....JoAAAH “I. ..... YD το JTEO....18... 4 
[ἀπέγρ]αψεν [.. .11..... A tek Joevs[.... 29.02] 
See) eee re JA[.JAI. . JEL... .] 
[.. δι. JOPA[........ ΝΥ ΠῚ εν ] 
OSs: "ΣΤΥ ee eee eT ere ] 


lacuna 


no. 32. Crosby’s text is reproduced in SEG XXVIII, 132. 


a. 350/49 a. 


Col. I 


lacuna 
are eee we ὁ φώς Se eee: wv|n: Ap 
Γλ βε βδκα τες τὸ ταν Δ otiiatewecanens JAONKAINON 
(ees Pett μέταλλον καὶ] κατατομὴν ἐν τῆι 
[πτυὸ τὶ τα οε σῦς teats ee em ὧ]ι yet: Bop: “Avriya 
[ox eet on eah ee Suet Jov Σουνι: χωρίον |. .] 
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ΠΤ ne Re eee |: χωρίον καὶ τὸ pera[A]- 
[Aov....... ᾿ς πρὸς ἡ]λίου δυο: Εὐάγγελ[ος] Σο- 
«---------ὄὦ.--- | 7 ——___—_» 
Ee ΞΕ ἜΡΣ ὠνήη: ------- ἱ ᾿Αντιγένους Κεφαίλ] ἤ θεν: 
lez aemcypey are μέταλλον ᾿Η]Φαιστιακὸν ὧ ὧι γεί: βορ 
ΠΥ τ τ Ἰοτίων Κικυν: ὠνη: Κ[αλ]λ 
eee eee τος πη atte Θο]ρικοῖ ᾿Αφροδισιακ[ὸν] ἐ- 
[ν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν Trois. . ©. . Ἰλου ὧι yet: Bop: Δημοφ 
[ὩΣ αι β, ὁ geass ΝΣ ΡΤ ] LuBpe: ὠνη: Ἐενοκλῆ- 
ΓΕ - Th reas ἐπὶ Σου]νίωι ᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν ἐ 
ΠΕ υ- ΜΡ ]: νοτό: Θεόδημος Πρ 
ἌΡ ee ee Jo: avn: Xapias ‘lepwv 
Seeks 11 ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς] ἐπὶ Θουδήμου dpxov- 
[POS τ χοοὺς ee μέταλ]λον ἀπεγράψατο ἐργ- 
ἰάσιμον ἡ πη ταν 16... πὰτὰ Βήσ]ησιν ὧι γεί: πρὸς ἡλ- 
[tov ἀνιό:........ a jiaxov μέταλλ[ο]ν vor- 
[Orie ΤῸ πὰ σὸς πρὸς ἡλίο]υ δυο: λόφος [. .],σακ 
ΒΕ ΠΕ ΕΣ μέταϊλλο[ν] τὸ Δημοκηδε 
᾿Ξ toanea eae Lenses φ]έρου: Βήσηθεν w- 
[ἢ το κάτ ἐπ τον ee JR: ἐργάσιμον στ- 
[ἥλην ἔχον. .... 3.... ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσΊιν τοῖς Πρωτοκ- 
[A€ous........... Pei cietaais voto: Κλεοκριτο 
ἌΣ νὸν νος ζετο το joy. . 5... 1ΧΛ 
ΡΣ ΣΑΣ ἐπ eres Os ae Ύ INLJ:[. .. J@ 
ἸΕΡ Εν ee ET μασι δὶ Ἰς ἐπὶ [...}} 
ΕΗ ΜῊ ΡΡ Ὁ ele ἸΌΠΣΤΗ 
lacuna 
Col. II 
lacuna 
ere Tie να τὶ 1ΟΙ......1Ε{-..«ννος ee ee 
[τ νας ἡ Ὡς eats JAI. .11. ἹΜΗΣΗΣΙ. ...19.....1] 
Cae re JO[.JP[... .JE[...... ee 
[... 7... ἐν rots ἐδάφεσι]ν τοῖς ᾿Ιππίσκ[ου... 3...) 
[οὶ τ φῶσι erases ὧι γ]εί: Blolp[:.... 10 αν 
ΨΥ ee rac JON. JAI... .JTAK[.... 2h... 
cxaledee eee ee JTPOAJ. .JOXI. .JOf...... Perdis: 
eeu: Bee bee JKOXA[...7.. 1Π|.......Ψ eee 
eee ΕΣ πα ΣΟ: JNEN[... 8... JE[...... Poe stad 
ae eee ὧι yet: vorof:... .JOX[..... eee ] 
Πὰν ἀντ εν ΤῊ JOX[... Εἰ... .]ν προί...... Fie ] 
eh eeukae ee eee JMKTI...... Sezai: 
[erro arate i a eee Js "EAevf...... ae ee ] 
ΞΟ " ἫΣ τς lu: Φρεί. . ἸΛΑΝΑΦΙ. ..... πα τῷ ] 
aren ee ]O[. ΙΔΟΙ. ἸΟΙ.. JANA[...JM[..... Oe 
ee οι. ἘΠ ] 
fetes ee mpos ἡἸλ[ί]ου μον: Bae Bik lark fhe ] 
eee πρὸς ἡλίου] δυομέ: .. ὅ... JHP[...... ee ] 
ae ne Ins Φιλοχ[ά]ρουϊς. .JI[...... ic aaie 
eee D heade JONO[.... .JIEN[........ ae are 
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arene ee le[.] στήλην ἔχον El. ..... Pada 
[.... ἡ 680s ἡ ἐκ Θορ])ικοῦ φέρουσα ἐπίϊ Λαύρειον... .] 
[ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Θράσ]υμον φέρουσ[α ὠ]νή]:... ... ΕΣ ] 
ἘΞ ΜΕ. Ju: HP: [μ]έτα[λλον] ΠΙ. ...... Det Adah 

55: ees Deas ἐ]πί}] O[palodpolt] (ἐπὶ Θρ[ασύμωι)... re 
Ξ“--Ξ pee ] ou yet: Bopp: Φαί. ...... ee ] 
ea IL Σ]ουνιῶς ἐδάφη πρὸϊς ἡλίου avd: .. . .] 
aoe a need Ἰων πρὸς ἡλίου δυ[ομέ:..... er 
Geer ΡῈ JEAI[.]JTOY[.JOA[........ ery 


60 [...JIOO[... 7... ἀϊπεγράψετο μ[έταλλον.... 19... ] 
στήλην ἔχον [παλα]ιὸν ἀνασάξ[ι: ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν το]- 
ts Δι[ο]κλέους [Σουν]ι: ὧι γεί[: Bop:.....7..... vo]- 


12 > 


65 νιον φέρου: ὠνη: Pal.... 2... ee μ]- 
éra(Ar)dov ἐμ Μαραθιτήηί.. ....... «τον ννννννς oTnal- 


οκράτους kat pera{A]JAfov.........0 0 eee. 

70 s ἾΑγγε: voto: ἡ δδὸς ἡ Β[ήσαζε pepovoa........... ] 
nv πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: ἐ[ργ]ασ[τήριον .... 9... . ἐργαστ]- 
nptov ᾿Αρχενέζουν Παιαϊ[ν:] ΑΙ. .....«.οὖὦονν 70... 2. eee ] 
nv: Μεταγειτνιῶνοϊς. Jel... 0... TT ee 
¢ Σουνι: μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο. ..... “ἦν νυν νος "Av)- 

75 αφλυστοῖ ἐν τῶι EAAQL:[.......... εἰ ate Cate ἐσ]- 
χατιὰ vor: APELTPAYMEDX[.JATA[.......... eae 
ἱερὸν ὠνη(:) ᾿Αρχέστρατος [.Je[......... DoS cotta ede ΓῚ- 
αμηλιῶνος Sexarniioraplevov........2....... ] 
δου Περγα: ἀπεγράψατο [weraddov......57...... 

80 wy πάγωι Νυμφαικὸν ΔΙ.1Π|. .......Ἠὕς Ἐπ ΣΟ ἐν ] 
δειον voto: Κεφάλαιον IO[......... eee €]- 
is λιμένα φέρουσα mpols]N[..........0 ee 
ς Κεφαλῆθ: avn: KadAialxos.. 0.6... eee 
ἐκ τῶν στηλῶν Ex THs στήΪλης τῆς ἐπὶ ᾿Αγαθοκλέους ἄρ]- 

85 χοντος Πολυκλῆς Er[.Jo[......7..... μέταλλον aze]- 
γράψατο Θορικοῖ παλα[ι]ὸῖν ἀνασάξιμον .... ““....ΨΨ 
[Ἰστή[λ]ην ἔχον “Axapaty)ridlov.. 6.26... eee 


ταλίλον. νώνειον πρὸς ἡ[λίου avi: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Opac]- 
90 [υἹμον [ἀπὸ] Θορικοῦ φέρουσα πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἀ]- 


[πὸ] Θορικοῦ εἰς Μαρωνεῖϊαν φέρουσα ....... re 

δου Κικυν: avn: P[...........- Paria A astt 

Εἴ... .1άδης IMEI[............. oF aa puncancalte 

[.JO[.. ἸΟΙΔΙ. ΝΥ. ....«ννννννννι ΝΥ take ] 
95 [rlots[Q]opexio[ts............. ποτ στα; attend ] 

[ὧι γ]εί: voro[:............ Τα μα ἢ eee πρὸς Ἠλ]- 

[to]u δυο: ᾿Επί..........ὐν νιν νοι Pan stingidtehiin fue ] 

lacuna 


The letter cutter made several mistakes: line 66, lapis ETANAON; line 72, lapis APXENEITIAIA; line 87, lapis AKAMATIA; 
line 88, lapis ΕΣΙΩΓΕΙ, perhaps [Βήσ]ζη)σι @(e) yed:. Punctuation marks were omitted in lines 64 and 77, and line 76 is not 
stoichedon, as 23 letters and a punctuation mark occupy 20 stoichoi. 
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In line 2 [------ μέταλ]λον καινόν is tempting but unparalleled. Of the kappa only the vertical hasta is preserved at the left side of 
the stoichos. Line 49 is possibly [Φιλωνίδ]ης Φιλοχ[ά)ρουϊς ᾿Αφ]ἷ[δν: -—-]. Only one son of Philochares is known, Kleonymos, a 
lessee in P26, line 222, but the father of Philochares was Philonides. Cf. the stemma in Davies, Athenian Propertied Families, 
p. 556, no. 14892. Line 75 is to be read τῶι ᾿Ελαζίγωι, ᾿Ελαζιγῶζνλ)ι, vel sim. 

The length of line is either 41 or 43 letter spaces, depending on which abbreviations are used in lines 89-90, avt: and 
δυο: or ἀνιόν: and δυομέ: and whether in line 61 ἀνασάξιμον is written out in full or abbreviated ἀνασάξι:. Line 84 
helps us to choose. The context there is παλαιὰ ἀνασάξιμα mines which are being renewed from the stele of an archon 
whose name is missing. With a line of 43 letters the only possible candidate is Themistokles, archon in 347/6. The stele 
would then date to 340/39, since this type of mine was let for a period of seven years (cf. p. 60 above). With the shorter 
line any of several names may be restored, but the best candidate is Agathokles, archon in 357/6. The stele would thus 
date to 350/49. This is confirmed by the fact that we know from whose stele the ἐργάσιμα mines were being renewed, 
that of Thoudemos, archon in 353/2 (cf. line 17). This class of mines was leased for three years, so once again 350/49 is 
the year that emerges. Thus the shorter line allows the restoration of line 84 which gives an exact correspondence of due 
dates for both longer and shorter leases. An ἐργάσιμον mine from the stele of Thoudemos may also be treated in P20, 
lines 6 ff., but there is no conflict with the present stele. An ἐργάσιμον mine was not necessarily leased again immedi- 
ately upon expiration of the old lease. A period of years could easily pass before a renewal was made. 

For some unknown reason mining leases are here dated by the civil calendar (lines 73, 77-78). The prytany calendar 
normally governed mining leases, the civil calendar the sale of confiscated properties. For a summary of the evidence, 
see Rhodes (footnote 5 above, p. 58), p. 228. 

The text was probably arranged in three columns, and all the leases in Col. I and some of those in Col. II were 
presumably made in the first prytany. Not until line 73 is there a lease dating from Metageitnion, presumably in the 
second prytany, and that is immediately followed by leases in mid-year, beginning with one on the tenth of Gamelion 
(lines 77-83). This supports Crosby’s argument (Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 192) that the majority of leases were made in 
the first prytany and that a few others were made throughout the rest of the year. Transactions involving confiscated 
properties could have occupied much of Col. III. 


P19. Two non-joining fragments of white marble very probably from the same stele. The smooth-picked top and 
uninscribed back are preserved. 


a: Two joining pieces, the left-hand one (I 6263) found in January 1950 in the long Late Roman wall east of the 
Panathenaic Way (N 7-O 9), the right-hand one (I 4580) on March 3, 1937, in a modern cellar wall west of the central 
part of the Stoa of Attalos (P 10). 

H. 0.214 m.; W. 0.23 m.; Th. 0.093-0.094 m.; L.H. heading 0.006 m., text 0.004 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 270-272, no. 24, photograph pl. 95 (I 4580 only); Hesperia 26, 1957, 
pp. 10-13, no. 54, photograph pl. 3 (I 4580 + 6263); SEG XVI, 125. 


δ: Fragment (I 6168) broken on all sides, found on May 2, 1949, built into a Late Roman wall east of the 
Panathenaic Way and south of the Athens-Piraeus railway (O 8). 

H. 0.163 m.; W. 0.162 m.; Th. 0.091 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 13-15, no. 55, photograph pl. 1; SEG XVI, 126. Cf. Eliot, Coastal Demes, 
pp. 87-88. 


a. 346/5 a. NON-ZTOIX. 

a [soeeoessue ἐπὶ] ᾿Αρ[χ]ίου ἄρχ[οντ]ος πραθέϊντα ----------------- ] 
[-----.-.--ς-.--- Ἰρβου “Eppelt: Λ]εωσθένηϊς-----------........... ] 
[---------- Θρα]συμήδης Λ[υ]σιμάχου [ ----------------------- ] 

Col. I ΣΤΟΙΧ 
[------------+-+-- yn. —-------------~--------- Tla]AAn: ΧΧΧΙ͂ 
§ [------~----------~---------+-------~---- ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]εσιν Tot- 
[ς ~----~---- ὧι γεί: βορρᾶ: —--~---~-----~------------ Σο]υνι: νο- 
ΤΟ BeBe eee ee eee Se Se ee ] Παια- 
νι; ---------------~---------------- ~~~ -~-~-~-~+-- ἐν τ]οῖς 
[δα ἐσ ἐν Tos =e Ξλ  Ξ a ee eee ee eee ] 
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Col. II 
lacuna 
10°. “Elou laixoy ΒΗΘ es ee ee See ee ] 
[. . ΣΙφήττι: ὧ[ι yet: Boppa: —-----------~-~-~----~---~~---------- 
[wero]: 0 Adds | Sao 2-6 Ss - Se a ee ee ese ] 
oo. Jnr: €p[yaornpioy ----------~---------~--------------- 
ἜΜ Op Ape |POUn a= = Seis τ a a ] 
ΓΈ ΟΣ eee eect ΘΈΣΕΙΣ ΤΡ ese ΕΝ ΤΕ: ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b (are = ey OAL Sheena ee eae ] 
[-----...... eee ᾿Αμφιτρ]οπῆσινί ------------------------- ] 
ΒΒ 15. .., ] voro: Φιλύπχη| -—------------------------ ] 
[-----...... Douce Ins Mapaé: ὠνη: Ai[----------------------- ] 
20° ‘lasses a. 2 ce ] B: μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἰἀνασάξιμον ------------- ] 
ΞΕ νυ 10... 1] ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Na[---------------------- ] 
[-sSs4 ὧι yel: Bopp: ἡ] χαράδρα ἡ ἀπὸ Aavpeio[y —--~--------------- ] 
ἘΞ πρὸ]ς ἡλίου avi: ἡ αὐτὴ νοτό]-:-------------- -ὄ..------- ] 
SaaS ok 11. π]ρὸς ἡλίου δυο: Εὐβουλοί -------------------- ] 
5s, ᾿[ιεβάδοξῳ, τον 9... ὠνητ]ὴς Κτησίας Εὐαγίδο[υ Φιλα: ---------------- ] 
ΞΕ Ν. 1 ων Ιου Θορίκι: μέταλίλον ἀπεγράψατο ----------- ] 
ΞΕ a fe Status: π]αλαιὸν ἀνασάϊξιμον ὧι yet: Bopp:----------- ] 
ΞΕ... ee Inrros voro[:; ---------------~---------- ] 
ea 6. πρὸς ἡλίου δυ]ο: Σμικυθοί -------------------~------ ] 
0. Ce at tre ade Ey aateeseods PRP: [ss a ee 
[-----........ Peete ΟΣ Δι]ονυσίι----------------- -- -----------.------ ] 
lacuna 
Line 1 [μέταλλα καὶ δημιόπρατα τὰ ἐπὶ] ᾿Αρ[χ]ίου ἄρχ[οντ]ος πραθέϊντα᾽ mwAnrai ---] Crosby. Line 2 [’Ara]pBov A. M. 
Woodward apud SEG. Lines 12-13 6 λόφος [πρὸς ἡλίου am: μέταλλον (?) 6----- |) | ioe Φ]ηγ: ἐργάζεται πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: ἡ 
ὁδὸς ἡ —---- ] Crosby. Line 12 rots Να[υσικλέους (?)] Crosby. Line 22 ἀπὸ Λαυρείο[υ ἐπὶ Θάλινον (?)] Crosby; [ἐπὶ θάλατταν] 
Eliot 


Crosby gave the fragments separate numbers but noted the possibility that they belong together. Considerations of 
the marble and lettering make this possibility probable, and so the fragments are put under one number here. Crosby’s 
objection that the letter phi is distinctly different on the two stones is overstated. The phis are not so differently shaped 
as to exclude an association of the fragments. | 


P20. Twenty-one fragments of an opisthographic stele of Hymettian marble. Five were found in ancient contexts: 
d (I 1750 h + 2968) on May 10, 1935, in the foundation packing of the Augustan Fountain House at the southwest 
corner of the Bouleuterion Plateia (G 11); part of 7 (I 1750 ἢ on July 22, 1936, in a classical context about one meter 
northwest of the Tholos (G 11); m and n (I 1869 a, b) on April 25, 1934, in the Roman screen wall around the 
Bouleuterion Plateia (F 11). The remaining fragments were found in late or disturbed contexts in the area of the porch 
of the Bouleuterion (F 10-11, G 11): a, f, g, z, &, J, o, and s during April and May, 1934; ὃ on May 27, 1937; con May 
11, 1935; e, A, the other part of 7, p, g, and r on May 4, 1935. 
Unless otherwise stated the fragments preserve only the inscribed face. 


a: Opisthographic fragment (I 1750 a) preserving part of the original right side of Face A, left side of Face B. 
H. 0.335 m.; W. 0.14 m.; Th. 0.115-0.117 m. 

δ: Opisthographic fragment (I 1750 }). 

H. 0.19 m.; W. 0.129 m.; Th. 0.115 m. 


c: Fragment (I 1750 i). 
H. 0.066 m.; W. 0.05 m.; Th. 0.045 m. 
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d: Two joining fragments (I 1750 h + 2968). 

H. 0.105 m.; W. 0.082 m.; Th. 0.013 m. 

e: Fragment (I 1750 g) composed of two joining pieces. 
H. 0.045 m.; W. 0.071 m.; Th. 0.05 m. 

f: Two joining fragments (I 1807 Ὁ + 1940) preserving the original left side. 
H. 0.097 m.; W. 0.063 m.; Th. 0.043 m. 

g: Fragment (I 1854). 

H. 0.084 m.; W. 0.055 m.; Th. 0.012 m. 

h: Fragment (I 1750 b). 

H. 0.034 m.; W. 0.137 m.; Th. 0.073 m. 

1: Fragment (I 1959). 

H. 0.027 m.; W. 0.023 m.; Th. 0.09 m. 


7: Fragment (I 1750 ἢ composed of two joining pieces and preserving the original right side. 
H. 0.19 m.; W. 0.129 m.; Th. 0.115 m. 


k: Fragment (I 1855). 
H. 0.046 m.; W. 0.066 m.; Th. 0.02 m. 


[: Fragment (I 1807 a). 

H. 0.075 m.; W. 0.069 m.; Th. 0.014 m. 
m: Fragment (I 1869 a). 

H. 0.034 m.; W. 0.03 m.; Th. 0.059 m. 
n: Fragment (I 1869 b). 

H. 0.061 m.; W. 0.016 m.; Th. 0.026 m. 
o: Fragment (I 1944) preserving the original left side. 
H. 0.043 m.; W. 0.034 m.; Th. 0.007 m. 
p: Fragment (I 1750 c). 

H. 0.044 m.; W. 0.072 m.; Th. 0.004 m. 
q: Fragment (I 1750 d). 

H. 0.024 m.; W. 0.052 m.; Th. 0.036 m. 
r: Fragment (I 1750 e). 

H. 0.04 m.; W. 0.054 m.; Th. 0.025 m. 
s: Fragment (I 1937). 

H. 0.052 m.; W. 0.093 m.; Th. 0.041 m. 


Letter height on all fragments 0.004—-0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 226-236, no. 13, photographs pls. 86-88. 


Face A 
inter a. 350/49 et 345/4 a. XTOIX. 32 
lacuna 
ae eer ah ave wee mt ee ΙΗΙ...... ] 
Spears ee eee. JHAI. . 5... 
ooh aes PO poeta nee uo apf... ..] 
een eee Le eee Jac: [.....] 
Onoda means Oe, Sisto sewas Ἰστρά[τ]ου Al. .] 
[....23.... ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆ)ς ἐπὶ Θο[υ]δ[ἡμ]- 
[ov ἄρχοντος... .... Sd δι ας ΙΔΟΙ. JAQI...] 
ae Εν tas μετάλλου ἐργά]σιμον [....] 


ΠΥ ]: πρὸς] ἡ[λ]- 


3 


10 {lov ἀνιόν: τὸ μέταλλον τὸ Διον]υσια[κὸ»] 


95 


96 


15 


20 


25 


30 


40 


45 


50 


55 
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[mpos ἡλίου Svope:....8.. . κά]μιν[ος. .] 
Pecans aera Dae sa centonne ] καὶ [.JH[. .] 
ΠΟ ἘΝ: ΝΥ 10]... ΟἸΣΙ.] 
τ πε eee ] 
ΠΥ ΤΕ ce ee eee ]JOxe® 
[Στ  ἀτν ἀν ρὸν ἘΝ ΣΝ δι π τές παλ]αιὸν Dp 
arse etka ει ee ee ] ἐν rots ἐδ- 
[ἀφεσιν rois.... 1°... Js Bpeapp: ὧι yet 
[Boppa:..... eee lpov νοτόθ: ὁ λόφος 
ice 10. ὃ ἠργάσ]ατο Κηρυκίδης ἐκ Ko- 
[Awy:..... 10. Διο]πείθ[ης] Διοκλείδο- 
[υ Dpeapp:..... ἀνασάϊἸξιμ[ο]ν στήλην ἔχο- 
ἔν ἐς 10... ἐν τοῖς ἐδά]φεσίι]ν τοῖς Πρω- 
aura riees ieee eee Ἰάνης ᾽Ἔρχι 
ΠΡ camer rre ἐργαστή)]ριον καὶ σ 
ΠΕ tee Bea etal atest ἡ χ]αράδρα ἡ 
etties ib aceite παν ΣῈ Senate: ] 6 npyac- 
(ENO: sha το νον οἷς ΤῊΣ Ja: wv- 
ΓΝ ΡΝ ] ἐκ τί.] 

lacuna 

Face B 

lacuna 
at iPlton pean se ee ee 
ΙΝ eee een 

lacuna of eight lines 

ΠΕ ΡΥ ὧι γεί: βο]- 
ΠΡ eiethesteias eee ele Σ]- 
OU τειν ἐφ φὰς ΟἸΕΥ rn ] 
€ovs Lovvlt........... Ὁ ee ee 
ov Ilatame:[........... ΣΎ ΤΠ ] 
δώρου Παιανι: A[A:........ pen ee 
ς Κεφαλῆ: anlelyp[awaro μέταλλον παλαιὸ]- 
vy ἀνασάξιμοίν...... eee ἐν τοῖς ἐδα]- 
[φ]εἰσι]ν roft]s I[.......... ee τοι τὶ ] 

lacuna 

Face A 

lacuna 
[....20... JI@PAY... 2... νου tai 
[... 2...) ἠργ[άζετο....... ee ] 
[...3.. 1 ἐργα[στήριον....... eee ] 
[.. Σο]υνι: ἐργα[στήριον ...... ene) 
[. .]ns Knquoox[A€ous....... ΤᾺ ] 
[.. Jaxdy ἐϊπἢ ΘΙρασύμωι ... .ὃ.. .ἐν τοῖς] 
[ἐδάφ]εσιν (rots) "Avdl.......... eve og κα ἢ 
Πλη τ τὰ Ἰδου κάμινος ...... ans 
fos PI APO), δ πρώ νον Oe Bic eee 
[...2...JIMH[.........- FON rect τξα ἐκ 


lacuna 


65 


70 


75 


80 


85 


90 


95 
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Face B 
lacuna 
inc esc  ο- ΟΦ ΎΨΗΥ {αν ] 
[-. δ... ἽΝ]. ἸΝ[.« «ον νννννς ἢ ] 
[... ἡλί]ου δυομίέ......... τς πετῶν acee ] 
[.... ὠ]νη: ᾿Αγνόθϊ]εος....... 10. ken. ] 


[... JAos Φειδί[ π]πίου Πιθ: μέταλλον ἀπεγ)]- 
[ράψ]ατο ἐπὶ Σουνί[ωι παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον)] 
[᾿Αρ]τεμισιακὸν στ[ήλην ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]- 


[εἐσι]ν τοῖς Edayye[Aov....... ΕΝ Δ ] 
[. Δι]οφάνης Lov[v]i[:........ 11 scene ] 
[-. πρὸς ἡλίου av[tov:...... ἘΣ κοτε ] 
[πρὸ]ς ἡλίου δυομίέ:...... 15. ςςς ovn:] 
[... .JAos [Φειδίππου Πιθ:..... Me tgs ] 
υπό See aes 

lacuna 

lacuna 
πο τς πον |) 3 ee eee Meigs 
[cores Pe nes: Ju: πρὸ[ς ἡλίου ἀνιόν: μέτ]- 
[αλλον ὃ ἠργάζ]ετο Φαι!.... 3.... δυομέ:] 
[ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Λα]υρίου ἐπὶ... ... Share ] 
[...Ὁ 3, νος Εἰ]ρεσί: A[A:...... ere ] 
[....93.... ἀ]νασάξιμ[ον. ..... δον ] 
[....8... ᾿ἈΑμφ]ιτροπί. ...... Το του τω ] 

lacuna 

lacuna 
cir tual at cerg ee 26 essen 
[ating oo IO ππ- OY oh. sae 
re | a eee Oe eae 
ona nae ON beens ten 1 ρος Gok ] 
sees ΟΝ VAlioscunde ΤΥ ] 
oes eee ἈΠ νυ ] 
[...2.. Ju Εὐωνυ: pléraddov ἀπεγράψατο) 
[ἐπὶ Σουνί)ωι ἐν τζονῖς [ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς... .] 
[.... Σου]νι: ὧι γεί: [βορρᾶ:.... 19... ] 
ΡΥ. θ ἸΚόνων Al ὙΠ ΣΝ ] 
ἔπεστι eer Je: ἦρί....... Tae τὴ 
eee Diana: ΙΧΙΔΙ. ses oe τι αν ] 
ao τε ον πω ἸΝ τὰ ποτ ΕΠ τ τὶ ] 

lacuna 

lacuna 
[-.«7νς ἥν ΝΟ νον νν νιν νι ee τα τ ] 
πε νον le Φαιδρίο......... ΕΘ τ καῇ ] 
LSet JH: Κηφισοί......... τας ΣΝ πἰαυς ] 
Pass 1: παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον. ... «ὃ... 
vce cae EAA οὐνένεις Ee eee ] 
ΡΠ ee 


97 
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lacuna 
ἢ πο gee en 3 ene 
Εν το. Γ]- 
100 [α]ργητίτ:.....« «ον ον ΠΝ ] 
θεν wvyf:.. 02.00.08. τς ΠΕΣ ΣΝ Φ]- 
εἰδιππίος Φαύλλου Πιθεὺς ἀπεγράψατο μ]- 
érad(Aov............ Ree haa ca ney ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
g [-----..... lI{.]: I[ ------------------ ] 
105 [----- . .Ljoume: | ------------------ ] 
Sa Jo: ΟΡ ῊΪΣ ----------------- ] 
[-soa= ... HHP: pléraddov ----------- ] 
[----- ... JIAZTAZ[ --------------- ] 
ea ....]rns νοτ[όθεν ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ-------- ] 
110 [----- . φέρ]ουσα mp[ds ἡλίου ---------- ] 
[----- ἐργασΊ]τήριοίν ---------------- ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
h Rasa usttinnines Oe tah Piven ane JH[...7...] 
Ἀπ ᾿ ᾿ῊΗ ἘΑΨΑΝ Ἰκὸν στήλην ἔχον [. .] 
ΕΣ Ἐν satay ποι ] Κτησικζλλ)ῆς Of.) 
ΕΠ ree τε Be ΟΥ ΕΝ ΙΣΦΑ 
Ἄν ΜΆ ΠῚ 1: ΔΔΟΓ 
᾿Ξ ὦ τ αι τ τραιτῖτ Oe hit ae hte tached, JOY 
lacuna 
lacuna 
[peeaS Stes sasS POlss2serees2= 22 ] 
eee era JAllaeassneseeee<= 
120 [-------------- JOX[ ------------- ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
j ee ones eo ener ee JQNHOJ. . .] 
π᾿ Ἐπ περ τὶ ] τῶν χωρίω- 
Wee ει τ ἐν δὰ Bete nes Jas καὶ του 
αν πο eee eS IV [.JETHNII 
| AAs a (ara ae ee aust χρ]ηματίσα- 
ΠΕ sive teeteecen Se ees τος συ |noavros 
Poe tree at See ee ee unOev Λεξ 
[sou ΣΝ τ ΕΣ ΡΥ Jeov ἁλόντ- 
[os... 2... ἀρ crass ἐ]πὶ “Aptorod- 
130 [ἡμου Gpxovros...... ree |rwe: X: εἰ 
ΟΝ πος ΕΓ aaee jov τῶν T 
Cee ee ΤΟΣ Ἐν sceieste ant JMANE 
Ge es a ee ΙΣ 


lacuna 
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lacuna 
k ae ἌΝ ΕΝΝ 17 [Ξε θυραθο λξϑριρι eee eee eee ] 
135:\(S2ee2s.. 3. 8. JOloun\ns (=2seeeeeseae26 Se eee ees 
[S222 . μέταλλο]ν ᾿Αρτεμ[ισιακὸν -—-----------~------ ] 
== ἐν τοῖς ἐδ]άφε[σιν Tots —~-----------------~---- ] 
lacuna 
Col. I Col. II 
lacuna 
I le οὶ ὁ οὐκ ὼς 31x Aleatieee DL og neha wie 
ἘΠῚ O24. 10 ME[...... Ὁ Ρ ] 
140 [vat batons 31 JA EA[....... ΡΥ ΤΥ Ἢ ] 
ereecer 31d ΧΟΙ....... re ὙΠ ] 
eee 31.0 Ol ..««οοὖ ee 
lacuna 
lacuna lacuna 
m MQ[..... ΨΥ ] ἠδ es ene 
OA[..... 5} Ὁ Νὴ eee ] ΞΕ os ] 
145 υβορ[ρᾶ:.. 35...... ] [Ξ:ιΞ IM Saas ] 
ΤΙΣΙ τα τυ τν ae 150 [Ξ Ξ ΣΙ ee ] 
lacuna [---]I[ ----------- ] 
[pSalKlaeseeeqses- 
[335] AO| see εξ, 
lacuna 
lacuna lacuna 
o OF) i ον α ὡς Ἀν ] p [----ἡλίου ἀ]νιό[ν: ---] 
155: TR oc ὩΣ ] [---... Jus Σφίηττ --] 
lacuna [---. . |ANZ[ ------ ] 
lacuna 
lacuna lacuna 
g aa PH ae eae γ [..««οοἰ eee ΙΟΚ 
160 1:Ξ:Ξ ἐς: IED |) πξξξιξς Peete ex a danas ΙΣΙ.} 
lacuna lacuna 
lacuna 
5 eee tas ὃ. ONG) | Saas ae a ee 
[-----... ©. ἀυν͵ασόξι por: Ξε ξϑςιεο eo 
165 [----- ....Jov ὧι yel: βορρᾶ: ---------------------- 
[----- voto: ἡ χαράδρ[α --------~----------------- 
[----- ...Jov vy: [| -------~--------------------- | 
[----- JZOA[ ------------------------------- } 
lacuna 


In line 18 the final two letters do not occupy one letter space as Crosby stated; the iota is inscribed in the margin. Lines 19-20 
[Boppa: ........ te(?)]pov νοτόθ: ὃ λόφος |[6 Βαμβίδεος ὃ ἠργάσ]ατο Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 9. Lines 42-45 ουνι[: 
ἐργαστήριον ἡλίου ἀνιόν: AroxA]|€ovs Σουν[ι: χωρίον πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: Σίμ] ου Maram: [ἐργαστήριον avy: Σῖμος Διο] δώρου 
Παιανι: ΔΙίΔ: Λυσάνιας Λυσικλέου] Crosby. Line 54 Θ[ρασύμωι ἀνασάξι:] Crosby. Line 55 τοῖς omisit lapis. Lines 63 and 70 
[Δίφιϊλος or [PavA]Aos Crosby. Line 86, lapis TOIL. Line 114, lapis ΚΤΗΣΙΚΗΣ. Lines 136-137 ᾿Αρτεμ[ισιακὸν ἐπὶ 
Opacv]|[wt] Crosby. 
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As noted by Crosby, Face B of fragments a and 6 show marks of a toothed chisel. The inscribed faces of fragments c, 
g, 1, 7, m, and n also exhibit such chisel marks, and they may tentatively be assigned to Face B of the stele. The 
remaining fragments are too damaged to allow assignment to either face. 

There are irregularities in the checker pattern, especially in lines 127-133, where the pattern is followed only at the 
ends of the lines. The letters preserved at the left break are not aligned with the checker pattern above, and at least one 
stoichos seems to be missing from these lines. Similar anomalies may occur elsewhere. So, in line 64 the restoration 
[παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον] seems secure, although it gives a line of 33 letters, and in line 74 Davies (Athenian Propertied 
Families, p. 525) plausibly suggests Pat[dpos Σφηττι:], although it too gives a line with one too many letters. 


P21. Fragment of Hymettian marble (E.M. 7961) preserving the smooth top surface and the left side, found on the 
south slope of the Akropolis. 


H. 0.24 m.; W. 0.25 m.; Th. 0.095 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. U. Koehler, 10 II, 782; J. Kirchner, JG II?, 1585. Cf. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 223-224, no. 10; 
S. Lauffer, “Prosopographische Bemerkungen zu den attischen Grubenpachtlisten,” Historia 6, 1957 (pp. 285-305), 
pp. 295-296, no. 4. 


paullo post med. saec. IV a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 37 
lacuna 

(eee ree es ὌΝ Δ aks Ἂ]- 
ναφλίυστ.......««νν νος ὧν  ὙΕ ] 

φιλος [.....««τὐνος ΡΟ ἡ δδὸς ἡ €]- 

ig Αὐλῶνα φέρουσα... ..... ΕΣ δεῖν τὸ μέτ]- 

5. [a]AAov τὸ ᾿Αρτεμισι[ακὸ]ν ὃ [ἠργάζετο Εὐθύδικος] 

[Μ]νησιθέου Σφήττιος ὠνητίῆς...... Wise ] 

[. Ἰχου Σφήττιος: HR: Χαρρί....... De σο 9.: ] 


[. εἰὺς μέταλλον dmeypawarlo.......7....... 

[στή]λην ἔχον Κτησιακὸν Βη[σησιν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε]- 
10 [σιν τ]οῖς ᾿Επιχάρους ὧι γείτων [βορρᾶθεν..... ] 

[... νο]γόθεν ἡ δδὺς ἡ Βήσαζε pe[povea... 2. . |] 


[....3... ὁ] λόφος ὃ ἠργάζετο ΧΙ. ...... τ ] 
[.... 19... ὠνητὴς “Ὑπερείδηϊς Γλαυκίππου Κο]- 
[λλυτεὺς ὠνητὴ]ς Αἰσχυλίδης ΔΙ. ..... Sees ] 

15. eects Tet one Ins Atkatoxpd[rovs.... ὃ... 
ψᾳ{ΦὌΦ ΤῸ πος Ἰστράτου Γαργ[ήττιος peranney! 
[ἀπεγράψατο ᾿Αποϊλλωνιακὸν [.......00....... ] 
ir 3 7. ἐν τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσιν tlots..... ΠΡ ] 

[... 7... ὧι γείτων ἡ]λίο[υ] δυομένου... ὌΡΗ, 
lacuna 


Lines 15-16 [°Apy]|[éorparos Pavolorparov or [Pav]|[dorparos ᾿Αρχε]στράτου Lauffer; [’ Επίλυκος Νικο]στράτου 
Kirchner. Line 18 [Βήσησιν (9) ἐν τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσιν Kirchner. 


In lines 8 and 17 Kirchner restored [παλαι ἀνασάξιμον), and Crosby [παλαιὸν ἀνασάξι:]. Both variants may be 
doubted because there is no other certain use of an abbreviation in this text, or in P22, which probably belongs with it. I 
do not see the pi read by Kirchner at the end of line 17 (his line 16). The lacunae could just as well be filled by [καὶ 
ἐπικατατομῆν] vel sim. 


P22. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 1879) broken on all sides, found on April 27, 1934, in a late context west of the 
Tholos (F 11). 


H. 0.11 m.; W. 0.082 m.; Th. 0.027 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 224, no. 11, photograph pl. 86. 
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paullo post med. saec. IV a. LTOIX. 

lacuna 

[----------.... 8. . .JYP[-----------~---------------------- 

[----------.... 8. Προς Of --------------~------------------ 

[----------... ΤῊΣ .]ης Δημί ------------------------------- ] 

ΞΕ π᾿ ΞΕ: μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο- 

ΕΣ ΓΙ ΞΕΟΣΕΣΣ ἐν ξοξ εις .... πα]λαιὸν ἀν[ασάξιμον -----------~------------ ] 

ΒΒ Sess οἰ ἐπὶ Θ]ρασύμωι | ------------------------------ ] 

Pees e oe .... ὧι] γείτων Bloppabey —------------------------ ] 

ΞΈΞΕΕ . νοτόθ]εν Κόνων [ ------------------------------ ] 

ἘΞ σε - ἐννν ἢ δδ]ὸς ἡ εἰς [-------- φέρουσα —-------------- ] 

10:. ὐξιξσξεξες 56 Ἔα ΡΘΕ ΝΠ ΕΎΡΕΒΥΝ: ] 

[----------.... 8... ΧΆ --------------------------------- 
lacuna 


This fragment probably belongs to the same stele as P21. 


P23. Two non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele. Both preserve only the inscribed face. ‘The 
larger piece (I 4870) was found on May 19, 1937, the smaller piece (I 4930) on June 5, 1937, both in a late Roman 
disturbance on a Classical floor to the southeast of the propylon of the Tholos (H 11). Both pieces show similar signs of 
reworking. 

a: H. 0.058 m.; W. 0.085 m.; Th. 0.02 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

b: H. 0.037 m.; W. 0.065 m.; Th. 0.015 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 224-225, no. 12, photograph pl. 86. 


paullo post med. saec. IV a. LTOIX. 


[ΞΕ σεν ee ΤΌΝ lov ava[oagi ---------------------- ] 
[HS τυ 12: sca Ἰαιικὸν E[ ---------------------------+ ] 
ΞΕ el tac Εὐω]νυμ: ὧι ye[i ------------------------] 
el eee 8 |. π]ρὸς ἡλίου &[yidy------------------------ ] 
[-------==--..... ΕΓ VorobeD Map| ΕΞΞΈΞΕΒΕΞΕΒΕΝΉ os bases ] 
ΕΞ ΞΕ ὙΠ ΈΣΕῪΣ ἐργαστήρ]ιον Σίμου Παίιαν: ------------.--.-.-.-.-----.- ] 
[---- ------- δ Jul. Jou Παλλίην: ------------------------ ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b Peta ee eae Persson WOU Ss τευ 
10 [----------.... 8. πρὸ]ς ἡλίου ἀϊνιόν ----------------------- ] 
ΞΞΕΕ ΕΞ - ες ἡλιοῦ δυοὶμέ: Διοφί --------------------------- ] 


lacuna 


P24. Two fragments of an opisthographic stele of Hymettian marble. Fragment a (I 2639 a) consists of two joining 
pieces found on March 21 and 22, 1935, in a modern wall east of the north part of the Odeion (N 9). Fragment ὁ 
(I 3738) was found on March 12, 1936, in a marble pile west of the Odeion. Fragment a preserves an original side, the 
left on Face A, the right on Face B, but is otherwise broken. Fragment ὦ is broken on all sides but does make a textual, 
though not a physical, join with Face A of fragment a. 


a: H. 0.20 m.; W. 0.279 m.; Th. 0.128 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m. 
6: H. 0.218 m.; W. 0.11 m.; Th. 0.073 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m. 
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a, 6, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 236-240, no. 14, photographs pl. 89. Cf. Eliot, Coastal Demes, p. 85. 


Face A 
ca. a. 345/4 a. XTOIX. 40 
lacuna 
a begat. |: Φιλίνου ἐργασ[τήριον @yy:..... 04... .. ] 
[.. .]rov Θυμαιτά: AA: μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμ]- 


[ov] Νυμφαικὸν στήλην ἔχ[ον..... 9. ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]- 


[εἸσιν τοῖς Αὐτοφζάλντου [ὧι γεί:........ ee ] 
5. θείδου καὶ ἡ χαράδρα ἡ [.......... πον ον νννννι ] 


[- .-Adropavrov Κυθήϊ[ρρ: ἐργαστήριον πρὸς ἡλίου] 
«--ο--.-».--.-.] 


[ἀν]ιόν: Διοφάνους Γ]αργηττ: ------- ee 
[. Ἰοφῶν Ξενοκλέους If... .1: A[A:..... it. μέταλ]- 
λον ἀνασάξιμον ᾿ Ἡρ[ωικ]ὸν orn[Anv ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ]- 

10 εσιν τοῖς ip aaa? Σ]ουνι: ὅς [γεί: Poppe: rea ] 


Tlavotorparols....... 06. cece eee 

15 οκλέους Πιθε[: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον παλαιὸ]ν ἀν[α]- b 
σάξιμον στήλ[ην éxov......7..... ἐπὶ Σο]υνίωι ἐ- 
ν τοῖς ἐδάφε[σιν τοῖς...... “ἧ...... ] ὧι γεί: Bop 


\ ὁ.» 


χωρία Διοχ[άρους νοτόθ: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Μα]ρωνείου εἰ- 
ς Πάνορμί[ον φέρουσα... .... Pie aces ] ἐργαστήρί.] 
20 πρὸς ἡλί[ου dvope:....... eee: Jov τιμή: ALA] 
ΠΣ laces Madero oree attest ἀπεγράψατο) μέταλλον [.] 
ΠΡ - errs jt στήλην é[x]- 
ΓΤ ead need ve: ὧι ye(t:] 
[BOPP eerecaiciae cowie s ὠἰβεὼς Jos Love: π[ρ]- 
25 [os ἡλίου dviov:.....27..... ἐργα]στήριον δυ[ο]- 
ἜΜ ΤῊΝ ἐργ]αστήριον τί. .] 
ἘΣ Jpt: ἀπεγραά[ψα]- 
[το μέταλλον ....... 02... ᾿Αθη]ναικὸν στη[λη]- 
[ν ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Λεωχά]ρους] Κοπρεί: ὦ]- 
30 [ἰγεί: Boppa:..... 10... ἐργαστή]ριον Λεωχάρ[ου]- 
gc era teat eet ὅκα BF ks en Basse Λ]εωχάρους: [pos] 


ee 2. ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ... 19... ] φέρουσα ryf.. . .] 


Ne AE Rec Eee ἐν Tots ἐδά]φεσίιν rors. | 
lacuna 


Face B 


lacuna 
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eae 11 τῶ]ι δημοσίωι καὶ ἐκγεγραμμίένου. .] 

40 [...... 1 doo ΕἸὔδιος Μελιτ: ᾿Αρχίας Κόπρει[:.. .] 
aes: oe τ]ῆι πόλει τὰ τρίτα μέρη τιμὴ TAI. . .] 
[ρα δὲ οὐ νν ] avn: Διομέδων Διομνήστου "Axalpv] 


(Pen cere τάδε ἐπρ]άθη ἀθρό{ι)ας τῆς τιμῆς ἐπὶ τῆς Α[.] 


Εὐρώτας "ἘΣ ] πρυτανείας Μουνιχιῶνος δικα[σ]- 
45 [rnpiov....19... Joy κυρωτής υαοαί 
eee OP see ΑἸΐγιλι: ἀπέγραψεν Καλλι[.] 
faeces ἌΡ ] καὶ οἰκίαν TOBIONEIO 
cia tes FF i ireeeitecnise Ἰλίου ἔχουσαν ἵπποσ 
ere ere Ἐπ νὸς σοούος θ]υγατέρα τοῦ Βουτα 
BUN Π φοτ νον λο στὸ ἘΝ σοσιλον τ: ὧι] γείτ: Boppade[y.] 


lacuna 


Line 3 éx[ov Mapwvetat] Crosby. Line 4, lapis AYTO®ONTOY. Lines 4-5 [χωρίου Avor(?)]|@etdov Crosby. Line 10, lapis 
OX. Lines 10-11 [Boppa: Atodwp(?)]|ov Crosby. Line 14 Παυσίστρατοϊς Φιλιστίδου Αἰξω:.. : Διοχάρης Δι] Crosby. Line 37 
[Aiv(?)]notorpar[o] Crosby. Lines 39-40 éxyeypapplevov ἐν] [ἀκροπόλει: κι] Crosby. Lines 43-44 ᾿Α[ν] [τιοχίδος ἐνάτης (or 
ὀγδόης] Crosby. Line 45 [ro Παράβυστ]ον Crosby. Lines 48-49 ἱπποσ [[τάσιον (?)] Crosby. 

Crosby (Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 16-17) suggested that the lease recorded in lines 27-34 involved the same 
Athenaikon mine as that in P32, lines 1-9, and she proposed the following for the present text: 


eeeef fe ὁ 9 © ὁ © © ee 9 8 ὃ 


[ν ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Pellet ane aslo 
30 [ὧι γεί: πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν: ἐργαστή]ριον Λεωχ[ά]ρ[ου]- 

[s καὶ τὸ Ηρῶιον Bopp: τὰ ἐδάφη τὰ Λ]εωχάρους: πἰρὸς] 

[ἡλίου δυο: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς τὴν ἀγορὰν φέρουσα τὴ[ν Βησ]- 

[aay καὶ... 7... νοτόθ: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς ray ἀγο[ρὰν τὴ]: 

[ν Βησαιῶν φέρουσα τιμή: AA: (9)... “... ΙΦΕΣΙ.. .΄.... ] 


P25. Six fragments of Hymettian marble probably from the same opisthographic stele. Fragment a is made up of three 
joining pieces, one of which was found on October 5, 1933, in a late wall over the south part of the Metroén (H 10), the 
second on March 9, 1934, in a late context north of the Tholos (G 11), and the third on February 5, 1935, in a modern 
wall east of the north part of the Odeion (N 10). Fragment ὃ was found on March 22, 1935, also in a modern context 
east of the north part of the Odeion (N 9/10). Fragment c was found on April 18, 1934, in a late fill south of the Tholos 
(G 12); fragment d on May 29, 1934, in a marble dump in the area of the Tholos; and fragment e on March 16, 1934, 
in a Roman context over the floor of the Tholos (G 11). 


a: Fragment (I 1095 + 2381) broken all around but preserving two inscribed faces. 
H. 0.30 m.; W. 0.127 m.; Th. at top 0.119 m., at bottom 0.115 m. 


6: Fragment (I 2639 b) with only one inscribed face preserved; otherwise broken. 
H. 0.064 m.; W. 0.035 m.; Th. 0.04 m. 


c: Fragment (I 631 b) broken on all sides and preserving only one inscribed face. 
Η. 0.049 m.; W. 0.065 m.; Th. 0.022 m. 


d: Fragment (I 631 e) broken on all sides and preserving only one inscribed face. 
H. 0.104 m.; W. 0.096 m.; Th. 0.06 m. 


e: Fragment (I 1577) preserving one inscribed face but otherwise broken. 
H. 0.075 m.; W. 0.15 m.; Th. 0.04 m. 


Letter height on all fragments 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 240-244, no. 15, photographs pl. 90. 
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Face A 
inter a. 345/4 et 340/39 a. ETOIX. 
lacuna 
a ἘΞ eel hl acta ere Vespa ee ea ] 
[Ξε ξξ σε ες τον ον ΗΝ ᾿Σ ΘΕΌ 4552322" 2a ee 
Sao ΕΒ ae eee eee fol else ais (ere ] 
ἘΕΕΕΈΠΞΕΙΣ ΣΌΝ ΕΝ, ΚΑΙ ΙΧ ΒΟ 2222  ϑυιθουκειεων ας ξιλξοιειξ ] 
a ee ee σι ae IPL JAI OEM [iseseeeeeceet eset st ] 
ἘΞ ΕΞ tO a ae Jv ᾿Αχαίρ]ν: I[---------------------- ] 
ΞΕ ΡΥ ΤΡῚΣ se cuiad ] weraddop [ ----------------------- ] 
pesca σε 8. . ἐν τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσι τ[οῖς ----------------------- ] 
[----------.... ae mpos ἡλίου] ἀνιόν: 1 ---------------~-------- ] 
10 i ea ναὶ τος τανε τὸς ie Digits 2 εξ eee ] 
ee ee τ ee BO ah pees ΟΝ ate ee 
[----------....... ee Ἰρει: HIS[; ------------------------- ] 
Bae eee ee lov ἐν τ[οῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς -------------- ] 
[----------.... 8 ὧι yei:] βορρᾶ!: --------------------------- ] 
15. [----------....... se Ν]ικηρίατο ------------------------- ] 
[----------....... pees Jos K[a]JAA[------------------------- 
[sso es2 54 ον πρὸς ἡλίου ἀ]νιόν[:] ἐργαστή [ριον ------------------ ] 
ΞΡ τύ 13 |: Βή[σ]ησι ἀνασάϊξιμον ----------------- ] 
τ a Se, 12 |... ὧι γ[ε]ί: βορρᾶ: ΣΙ --------------------- ] 
ἍΝ που 12 se Jos Π[α]ιανι: νοτό[:----------- -- -.--------- ] 
Se πρὸς ἡλίου ἀν)ιόν: ᾿Ασπέτο[υ] Κυ[ίθηρρ: —--------------- ] 
ΒΤ τσ 7... πρὸς] ἡλίου [δυ]ομέ: ἐρ[γαστήριον --------------- ] 
[3,2 Ξἰιοἐοβεξες ἐοάο, .... Ἀπόληξι)ς Κηφισοδότου Αἰΐθα ------------------- ] 
[----------.... 10 | ἢν ἐν τοῖς [ἐϊδάφεσι[ν rois—------------------- ] 
Oo) [See 6 βορρ]ᾶ: Διοχά[ρ]ης Πιθεί: --------------------- ] 
ΞΘ ΣΕ ΞῪΝ 8 |. εἰὶς Πάνορμο[ν] φέρου[σα -------------------- ] 
[epee ae 10 |, Jéov πρὸς ἡϊλί]ου δυ[ομέ: ------------------- ] 
[aoe eset στ 10 |. Σ]ουνιῶς σ[τή]λην éy[ov ------------------- ] 
(eee ere eee 11s) HP: μέταἰλλ]ο[ν] Β[ήσησι ---------------- 
30 [---=-+--+-=--..... ee ] ὧι yet: Bloppa: ------------------------ ] 
eee rent ite eee ᾿ δι λόφον (Sees ee eee eos 
(eee ee ee ee pias Alo) Saeee seo ee eee ] 
[(----------..... ee μέτ]αλλον Β[ήσησι---------------------- ] 
[-----τ- τορος νυν: ere. |f'[--------------------------- 
lacuna 
Face B 
lacuna 
Cae epee eee eee ἐργαστΊ]ήριον | -------------------------- ] 
(Saeed aa Breen ees Ϊλον τιμή: ------------------------- ] 
[asee6 μέταλλον aneypawalro ᾿Αναφλυϊίστοῖ------------------------ ] 
esse παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον στ]ήλην éxov ------------------------ ] 
[Sas cet αὶ eee ] οἷς yet: Bop[pa:------------------------ ] 
AQ’ Waseca: arn Js Σφήττι: πρὸς [ἡλίου ἀνιόν: --------------- ] 
ΓΞ τ βαλε τ τς Τοῦ νος bet πρὸς] ἡλίου δυομέ: Ναί ------- -- -- ----------- ] 
ΘΈΤΟ are Φείδιπ]πος Φαὔύλλου Πιθ[ε: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ---] 


ΞΕ pre tae ere jt παλαιὸν ἀνασάξι[μον------------ - - - ------- ] 


45 
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ἐννν στήλην ἔχον ἐν τοῖς] ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς P[-------------------- ] 
aah ὧι yet: Bop: Φείδιπ]πος Πιθ: vord6[:-—-------------------] 


6 πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν:] Νικήρατος ΚΙ 


105 


[-----.......... 1 a ννννις ] Προσπάλ: r[ ---------------------- | 
ΞΕ eae eee μέταλλ]ον ἀπεγρά[ψατο -------------------- ] 
ee ee οι καὶ ne ee ] στήλην ἔϊχον --------------------- ] 

ὌΝ τ eee Ἰθοίνου A[------------------------- ] 
Pees Raa eiet a: ἢ τὸν πΠ ΈΞΕΕΗΣΣ ] 
[sas αὐ δ δούιώ τς ἘΝῚ ΤᾺ fre | aoe σε ὁ ἐοολεύσειλ βκοας ] 
[-----.......... ΑἹ tessa rece πρ]ὸς ἡλίου ----------------------- ] 
ΞΕ cate ΣΣ δ TE WAN) Sees econ συ τ αὐ σ᾽. δ ] 

G5) ees roe eee: =e ee UD eee ee eee 
Pe eet ae eat une: SF em ΤΡ ΕΣ ΞΕ a oce ee ee 

lacuna 
lacuna lacuna 
b [---. .JO[---] ς [3 τι τις mere | p>) | eee 
[---. JAI[--- e—=....10 dy Δημῶ - 
[---. J|AKON[---] ὁπ. ee πρὸ]ς ἡλίου av[tov: 

60 [---.JAE ΊΣΙ---] (---... ce: Δει]ραδι: HP: 
[---JEI £[---] [(---... δος, ἀνα]σάξιμον | 
[---]N [---] [---év rots ἐδάφεσΊ]ιν τ[οῖς 

lacuna lacuna 
lacuna lacuna 
d [---. . év rot]s ἐδά[φεσιν τοῖς —------ ] ὁ [---]Jov vord[:] ΗΙ ------- 

70 [---..... Ἱμοκράτοίυς ------------ ] 75 [---.. Λ]αυρείου δυί ----- 
[---.... πρ]ὸς ἡλίου [ ------------ ] [---.. 6 1: Μειδίας [ ---- 
[24502 s PSII ase eee se [(---... 3. ἡίθεος ΦΙ ---- 
{3 εἶς πινοχοιϑ αὶ le Εὖ Θεέξοσθεξξως ] etic Joy cand PAL sees 

lacuna lacuna 


Line 11 [(?) Φιϊλοκλέου[ς] Crosby. Lines 28-29 éy[ov ὠνη: Διοχάρης Διοκλέου] [ς Πιθ: (?)] Crosby. Line 44 rots Φίειδίππου 


Πιθ:] Crosby. Line 46 Νικήρατος K[vdavr:] Crosby. Lines 74-75 [ἐργαστήρι]ον voro[:] H[ 


ἡ ἀπὸ Λ]αυρείου δυ[ομέ:] Crosby. 


oe we eo eee oe 


πρὺς ἡλίου ἀνιό][[ν: ἡ ὁδὸς 


P26. Six fragments from an opisthographic stele οἵ Hymettian marble. Fragment a was found on May 17, 1908, in the 
region of the Metroén and the temple of Apollo Patrods. Fragment ὁ was found on April 2, 1934, built into the Roman 
screen wall around the Bouleuterion Plateia (F 10). Fragment c was found on May 16, 1933, in a late context directly 
east of the Tholos (H 11). Fragment d was found on April 19, 1934, in a late context about 20 meters south of the 
Tholos (G 12). Fragment e was found on April 12, 1934, in a Late Roman context about 45 meters south of the Tholos, 
outside the Agora square (F 14). Fragment f was found on March 20, 1934, in a modern wall over the central part of 


the Middle Stoa (L 13). 


a: Fragment (E.M. 462) preserving two inscribed faces and an original side, the right on Face A, the left on Face B. 


H. 0.42 m.; W. 0.63 m.; Th. 0.09 m. 


b: Fragment (I 1749) preserving two inscribed faces and an original side, the left on Face A, the right on Face B. 
H. 0.735 m.; W. 0.445 m.; Th. at top 0.09 m., at bottom 0.094 m. 


c: Fragment (I 817) preserving two inscribed faces and an original side, the right on Face A, the left on Face B. 


H. 0.13 m.; W. 0.128 m.; Th. 0.094 m. 


d: Fragment (I 1816) with only one inscribed face preserved, broken on all sides. 


H. 0.084 m; W. 0.059 m.; Th. 0.053 m. 
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e: Fragment (I 1782) preserving only one inscribed face, broken on all sides. 
H. 0.142 m.; W. 0.157 m.; Th. 0.03 m. 


1 Fragment (1 1664) preserving only one inscribed face, broken on all sides. 
H. 0.052 m.; W. 0.116 m.; Th. 0.055 m. 


Letter height on all fragments 0.004 m.; Face A, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m.; Face B, stoichedon, 
with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. a: G. P. Oikonomos, AM 35, 1910, pp. 274-322; J. Kirchner, 710 II*, 1582; δ: B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 5, 1936, 
pp. 393-413, no. 10, photographs pp. 394-395; M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 246-248; c: B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 
5, 1936, pp. 397, 400, 403, photographs pp. 396-397; «- M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 251-254, photographs 
pls. 91, 92. 


Face A 
a. 342/1-339/8 a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 39 
Col. I 
lacuna 
b DAD and cei actoerete ee eee 
ΟΝΩΝΗΝΩ͂Ι.. J: vor; [. «νον 2.055. aoe sete ae πα]- 
[λ]αιὸν [ἀνασάξιμον........... ee a ΠΤΉΕΝ ] 
[- ἸΟΣΕΦΟΙ. ....« ον ννννννν i CLUE 
5. [ΠΔΙΣΙ. | 2 eae ἜΣ ον untae tad Π]- 
pos ἡλίου Gviey;........... Onn tee eases πρὸ]- 
ς ἡλίοζυν δυοίμέ:.........«νὐον νος ἜΝ τ οϑα ] 
og; Meyad[..............9 ey eee ere ee ] 
[1 Edeovup[............. a Meee τα es μέταλ]- 

10 λον ἀπε[γράψατο............ ὌΨΙΝ ee ] 
ἜΣ. ὌΝ 3 oe oe ] 
ΗΜΟΥΓΛΟΙ.......«ννννννν ὌΝ ΜῊ ΣΟ]- 
υνίωι ΝΙ.......νν νιν νιν νον Pca col teks Pelee ] 
Σουνίωι [..... «νος ἀνα πε οὶ dis ἐν τοῖς ἐ]- 

15 δάφεσιν rots[..... ἘΠ ee ee ee ὧι] ΙΣΠΑΝΟΙ. ....... ΡΤ νος ὁ τ πὰς ἐν ] 
γεί; πρὸς ἡλίο[υ... τ eee ] 60 (Ἰσιακὸν ........ ee oe ] 
AINH3[......... ὍΝ ] ΟΝΒΟΡΙ... 2... .JANO[..... Fail 
TIPIAK[.JITOE[....7%.......... IOKT[....28....JO[....... eee 
ely Al INAD το ὁ caatioouees [.JPAZ[.......... oP Se eek ] 

D0. ee Pla vate etnies a eee L |: eer eek tse 
ἘΣ OOF pros canoer ae 65 TOTA[.......... Orr anh cuted 
ME[.JY[ ......... ὩΣ τὶ ] Geer 1 ρος | nie 25. 1 
ΕἸΣΙ  λεν γον κοι ὌΨΕΙ eee ] [ἸΡΑΥΪ......««ὐν νος Ἔν να εἰτανε νι ἀνα]- 
ΟΕ σιν ] σάξ[ιμον.......... Ὁ Τὶ ] 

25 IW[........... ον κεν αι 7 Mice ce eae eae ee ΤῊ 
Be ereuean eee es τὸ. ΤΠἸΤΑΙ ρου aoe a: ΤΡ πα ree: ] 
MAP oc cutee tes ee ] TAU ρον" ὐωδοτὸ ἘΠΕ its ἐ]- 
(9) Al | | Peer area re oe ] [ρ]γαστήϊίριον ..... Oe ere tncatahe ] 

27 illegible lines [-YEPX[....7... HAE. . . as 

56 [....J@A[........ OO ea hee ta ] ΣΥΣΟΛΙ....9... 10[...... “4 1] 

[.JIZNO:[........ Seis στήλη»] 75 [ΠΕΙΑΔΙ.....1νννΦΑΙ ....3.....1 


WJ 
ἔχον ὩΣΙΑΙ ...... ΡΤ Savane ] eer ree ΤῊ ee ae ] 
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[ΝΟΙ. ..««ννν νος ὌΝ ee ] MOK ine a8 τὰ ΒΤ ] 
ΓΥ τατον οτος OP A cca τὰ ἀπε ἐστὶ ] 85 OP[............ Le τς ] 
[(.JION[.......-.- Oe a catrannen ὌΠ υ- nes eae ] 
80 [10]... ννως OD casemate: ΕΣ peer νι OT dik ait lcs a 
[.JTO[........... OO ed ho ΠΝ ] [ΠΣ ΤΣ οὐ ο τς τοῖς Oe nee ba  ὐδον 
ΕἸΝ ΑΙ nets aoa ον οαλτο το ζιι τη ] lacuna 
BOL ba dccarsasnans eases deve’ 
lacuna 
foe WA cee teeta ae OF hase eee 
90 [ JITHNOE| ἐπ ΤΙΝ sian Δ. keene πρὸς ἡλ]- 
lov dmovt:[.......... ee ee πρὸς ἡλιοῦ δ]- 
υομέξ. ΟΛΌΣΟΙ. JANA Aeeieeneee ence cee: ] 
υ; Φηγᾳ; TH: ΠΑΛΙΚΚΆ; |. ἹΓΓ.......Ψ ic Lacie aneypaya]- 
TO μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἰἀνασάξιμον ἘιφΑνικοθίς ες ΘΝ ] 
95 ἰ[σ]τήλ[η]ν ἔχον Δημητρι[ακὸν ᾧ ὧι γεί: Bor: ais | 
[.]a; [ν]οτό: Xapivfo}v VO| PLOY ........Ὁ πον νννννννι ] 
[... .JE[.]Jooa: πρὸς ἡϊλίου.............Ψ ὮΧΟΝ ΥΥ ] 
LJAATT. JNI[...JAN[.....-- Oe pe cietae ἀνασ]- 
ἀξιμον mad[atov.JA[........ ana ΡΣ ] 
100 [ἸΣΑΜΙ..... ἹΠΠ|  κττρλι νος BF ae Wha τανε een 
IRON Ol cE το tre bis oo τυ νυν δύο δὲ 
EPMHX[..]I[...........-- ὌΠ Σ ] 
lacuna 
Col. II 
lacuna Leite ie OU τον φυλοι, peat 
ΠΟ eee ] eases 11 πρὸς ἡλ]ίου δυοίμέ;. ἈῚ 
[eae ee Jarng:; re eee ] eee 14 mpols ἡλίου... 16, ] 
105 (... 18. ἢ στήλην [ἔχον. 4. 130 [.... 29... 1Ε{{0νν νιν νος ey 
[....29....dmeylpayfa}ro[. 7°... .] [....21... JMON[ ....... oe. 
[....12....] Σὺν ἐργίαστήριον. “1 ....29... JIENA[....... AG dl 
lcpag ee eee NOVEL utoni ie tases .... 18. νον PRAT osaconeee 18] 
[....14... ἡ ἀπεγράψατο... 15... [2.19.0 J@AN[. «νον νος vd 
12 illegible lines 135 [... AP od .| Navxpaz[..... Mh | 
122 τ." aqwlerd τ ρυτου ἜΤ [τς Τῖοου INOVOD EL... ἴθ... J 
ἰοῦσι. ees ΝΕ εξ τυ tn ΣΎ [..... πρὸς ἡλίου] ἀνιόν(:) ALIA. tol 
[eae ose μετ NOH. aie oso eta ape AACE “νον τὸν tia. 
125 [....17... σεν ὠνηϊ ἘΝ eee ΦΉΣ eee ἢ ae 
π᾿ |: | een ee eeu 
140 [........ Deco: Ἰφέρουσα![....... ee 
abate: Ea αν καλεῖ JY[...JO[....... Tee eatlens ] 
Le acmesee re JOEL eseiass Be aeons 
ead τ aida IXXNH[.. .JAHM[....... esi bs 
awe tae μέταλλον παλ[αιὸν ἀνασάξιμον.] 
145: ΠΣ λον re Jaxov ’Ava[.......: Poaaickoee ] 
er erie πες κῶν |: ὧι γε[ί: ......Ψ ἜΤ ] 
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Cee ἡ δδὺς] ἡ ἐπὶ Σο[ύνιον.... 29...) 
fee ie baa ἸΣουν Of. .14|........Ψ Ce oe 
N50. snore oa. lon% etek tenses BF ΟΜ ΤΕ ΤΥ atone ] 
{τ οὐ ΒΡ ΤΗΣ ] ᾿Απολλοδωρίο. ..... ee 
ΠῚ ΦΥΤΟΥ͂ ὁ Κα Ραξ μῦν. πὸ ἜΥΤΟΝ a 
see gee trate eee a nes τ αι ατ ea act & ὧι γ; voT- 
[Ort eee on eee Blopp; τὸ [.. ὅ... ] πρὸς ἡλί- 


155 [ov ἀνιόν; δδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Θρά)συμον ἀπὸ Λαυρ]έου φέρουσ- 
[a πρὸς ἡλίου δυομέ: χ]αράδ[ρ]α ἡ ἀπὸ Λαυρ]έου ἐπὶ θαλ 
3 


ΒΡ ΕΉΥ τνς σαν Js Ἔλευ; HHHH 
(ere Oe ope ees JEYOQ].|MM[. ..? . . Jo μέταλλον 
eee eer eee τ ΑΝ Δι]ονυσιακὸν 

160 [........ Εν κα τίν ἢ ]Ο[.1ΩΙ. JTL... 8... ἡτίϊο]υ οἷς γ 
ΕΣ ΤῸ ον τῶν JTHI[.... 28... Jv τὸ τέλμα τὸ 
τ ττν ΑΔ Ν ἸΛαμ; HP: ) Πλου 
ΞΕ - Bie εἰπε ὧι] γεί[; βορρᾷ;] Διιοϊμέδων vor: 

ΠΕ ee JO ὠν]η; Σῖμος Διοδώρ- 

165 [ov Παιανι:...... Ee ats Jv [ἐπὶ] Θρασύμωι ἐ ἐν τοῖς 

[ἐδάφεσι rois....... ΤΕ ΤΣ ] ἱΕρμαικὸν ἐπὶ Θ- 
[ρασύμωι......... are ὧι γ]ς; Bopp; Φιλημον 
ΠΕ - Sa αο τα παι τος ] ἐργαστήριον w- 

[Pi nan Ξῶϑι: ee JY[. . . μέταλλον] ἐπὶ Θρασύμ- 

170 fae, ΠΤ Saree ΣΑΙ... 7... ἀνα]σάξιμον ὧι γ: 
esses bs Deak oe JEYO[... 2... .] Bop; Διοκλειδ 
Peper Poca ets ] ὠνῃ!:..... ore Ἰκλέους Lo[v]- 

[Patenees Pt as! anleypd[paro μέταλ]λον παλαιὸ- 
[ν ἀνασάξιμον .... ἸΗΣΙ. .... 1 ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι 

175 [ὧι γε; βορ:.... 9 i TEI. πο οος νοτό:] Διοφάνους Γα- 
σΨσΨέἘΕσΨσΨ͵σοΠΠσΠ Ποὀυπ - Jvos Παιίί. .] 
ee || eee On aGas Ἰέπι Opa- 

[συμ.. 15. JAL.. Ol, JIOAA 
(.. mt. JA[.... Fete JENT[.] 

180 [sncessenes ne ee ee JEXO 4 illegible lines 
Perera OO ecient JHTT [.. 27. JTOL.JO[...... Ps χρό ἐξ: 
ere OF reticent JH{.] ie IOV 4 6G bee err ee 
oe ieee eT ee ee 195 [.... 29... Jyp. oo... Το ek canes 
eer eee ὌΡΗ ] arene ὠληϊεν ὩΣ κὸν Pree 

185 [.... ce cees 77Τ|. «νος ΗΝ ] αι ΤΣ 
eee rea tea eas [72 πε π 9 δ ΣΠΑτ δ ΘΟ ΘΑΣ aden 
Πρ  ΔΊΝΗΪΣ, οὐδ sscscacnse aon ] [Ὁ EEK et Tem 
[πὰ ΣΤΑΘΥ [tee yd aasas lacuna 

Col. ΠῚ 

lacuna 

200 [...........08. ὩΣ ΤΥ Il 
Dewpc anes siti προ τ τ τον ΙΟ 
(eee es oP ide ae Gates JA 


210 


215 


220 


225 


230 


235 


240 


245 


250 
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ἜΣ OU ete hasateatloe JAA{. ΝΟ 
dae = eee oeeoes volro; ᾿Αρτεμισι- 
[axov.......... Oe cas Seared ἡ χ]αράδρα πρὸς ἡλί- 
Ce ἘΣ πε Stee tates ] kat ἡ χαράδρᾳ: ὠνὴ 
eee ἢ ee eee Ἰμέταλλον ἐπὶ Σουνί- 
[we.... 2... ee ae ἐν] τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς A 
Ἔσο ὧι γε; Bopp; ΦἸείδιππος: Πιθ; καὶ τὸ μ- 
[ἐταλλον. ..... re Ἰιον: νοτό; Μειδίας "Ava; ὧν- 
[Djs eee ees eee ] Παλὰ; HE: Φανόστρατος Tap; a- 
[πεγράψατο μέταλλο]ν Θορικοῖ παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμ- 
[ov..... ee J στήλην ἔχον ὧι γε; Bopp; Φιλίνου 


See ree ] νοτό; ὁδὸς ἡ ἐχ Θορικοῦ φέρουσα ἐπὶ O- 
[ράσυμον mpos ἡ]λίου δυομᾷ; Φανοστράτου Γαρ; ἐργα- 
[στήριον mplos ἡλίου ¢ ἀνιόν: Φιλίνου χωρίον ὠνῇ: Εὐ- 
[ετίω]ν Αὐτοκλείδου Loz: HP: μέταλλον ἀνασάξιμο- 

ν ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι Εὐδότειον στ λενς ἔχον ὧι γε; Bopp; K- 
αλλίου φελλεύς: vord; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐκ “Ὑποτραγῶνος ἐπὶ 
Λαύρεον φέρουσα καὶ τὸ Σημάχειον πρὸς ἡλίου ἀν- 
ιόν(.) ᾿Ασπέτου ἐργαστήριον: avy; Κλεώνυμος: Φιλοχά- 
ροὺς: ᾿Αφιδν; HP: μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον. στή- 
λην ἐ ἔχον ἹΗρωικὸν 2 ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι Βαμβιδέωι ὧι AF ) 
Bopp; τὸ Κόνωνος ἐργαστήριον καὶ τὸ μέταλλον τὸ 

“Ἡρωικὸν νοτό; Τεισιακὸν μέταλλον; ὠνῇ; Εὐθυκράτ- 
ns ᾿Αντιδότου Κρωπ; HE: τάδε αὐτοὶ ἀπεγράψαντο ἐ ἐρ- 
γάσιμα ἐκ τῶν στηλῶν ἐ ἐπὶ Τὴ: Κεκροπίδος πρώτης 
πρυτανείας ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ Καλλιμάχο;: ἄρχ- 

ο; ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι: ᾿Ονήτωρ ᾿Αρκεσίλο; Μελ; μέταλλον [ἀπε]- 
γράψᾳ ἐργέσιμον “Ἑρμαικὸν ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι rnin ἔ!- 

: ολος: Διοτίμου Εὐων: voto: 
αστήριον ps Εὐων πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν; ἡ ΤῊΝ 
ἡ ἐχ Θορικοῦ ἐπὶ Λαύρεον φέρουσα πρὸς ἡλίου δυο- 

μέ ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Λαυρέου ἐπὶ Θράσυμον φέρουσα: avn 
᾿Ονήτωρ ᾿Αρκεσίλου Μελι; HP Μενέξενος Μεταξένου 
Δεκε: μέταλλον καὶ κατατομὴν; ἀπεγράψατο Θορικ- 

οἵ ἐμ Φιλομηλιδῶν Ποσειδωνιακὸν στήλην ἔχον ἐ- 

κ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ Καλλιμάχου ὧι γε: βορρ: Αἰσχί- 
νης Θορί; νοτό: Εὐθυκράτος "Aud: ἐργαστήριον πρὸ- 

ς ἡλίου ἀνιόν; καὶ ὁ λόφος ὃ Σίδερτος δυομέ “Ἰππίσ- 
κοῦ; χωρία ὠνῃ; Μενέξενος Μεταξένου Δεκε HF ἐκ τῆ- 
ς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ Θεοφίλου ἄρχοντος Λυσανίας Λυ- 
σικλέους Κεφᾳ:; μέταλλον εἰσήνενκεν ἐργάσιμον 

ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι “Ἑρμαικὸν στήλην ἔχον ἐκ τῆϊς στήλης] 
τῆς ἐπὶ Θεοφίλου ἄρχοντος [εἸἰργαζμένοϊν... ©. . .] 


᾿Αντί[ξἸενος Edw: [ὧι ye;] a[po]s ἡϊλίου....... πε hia ] 
[.]w [. φέ]ρουσία... .] Διονυσιακ [ov...... ΡΥ ] 
Μειδίου "Ava[:......29..... ὦνῃ; Λυσανίας Λυσικ]- 


λέους: Κεφα: HF ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ... «ὃ... ἄρχ]- 
18 


ο[ν]τοῖς Αἰ]σχέας E [ὑ]σθ[ένους ......... δδινννννν, ] 


lacuna 
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lacuna 
ΠῚ. een "AptororeAns ᾿Οψιάδου Ποτάμι; μέτ]- 
[αλλον ἀπεγράψ]ατο ᾿Αμφι[τροπῆσι παλαιὸν ἀνασάξ]- 
[ἱμον στήλην] ἔχον Διοσκουρί[ικὸν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι]- 


255 [ν τοῖς Σιμ]ώνδον; ὧι γε; βορρ; [........ ἴδιον ννννν, ] 
[.. ©. JEL. Ἱμενον πρὸς ἡλίουϊ: ἀνιόν:..... Εν ον ] 
[- . .]o Σιμώνδου πρὸς ἡλίου δυομέ:..... ἐῈῸ ον edi ἡ] 
[ὁδ]ὸς ἡ Βήσαζε φέρουσα καὶὶ.. .. .... τ castles ] 


avy; ᾿Αριστοτέλης: ᾿Οψιάδο[υ Ποτάμι; “Ioavdpos Στρα]- 
260 τοκλέους Συπαλῇ: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον παλαιὸν] 


ἀνασάξιμον Δημητρι[αἸκὸ[ν..... 1;.... στήλην ἔ]- 
9 “Ν᾿ 47 “ 11 κὰ < δ 
χον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς [.....0.... ὧι ye: βορρ;] 
Φιλίωνος ἐργαστήριον [νοτό:....: 9... ἐργαστή)]- 
ριον πρὸς ἡλίου avo; No[........ ἜΝ δυο]- 
265 μένου; μέταλλον ὃ ἠργάσϊατο...... ΕἸ εν ον Ἴσαν]- 


ὃρος Στρατοκλέους Loman: ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ Θεόδωρο]- 
ς ᾽᾿οΟλυμπίχου Mert: μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο παλαιὸν] 
ἀνασάξιμον ᾿Απολλωνι[ακὸν στήλην ἔχον ᾿Αναφλυσ]- 
«----9-ς-ς-.--ς-ςς-ς-----ὕ. 
τοῖ ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι TO} ῖς-- ---- ὧι ye; βορρ:----- 


270 οτίμου ἐργαστήριον vford:......33..... πρὸς ἡ]- 


λίου ἀνιό; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ [. πέρ νιον, BB, φέρο]- 
υσα πρὸς ἡλίου δυομέ: .......... ὌΝ ὠν]- 
ῇ; Θεόδωρος ᾿Ολυμπίχοίυ Μελι:;......«ονννος λου] 
Eire; ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον παλαιὸν avacagipov] 

275 ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ ἐν τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσι τοῖς. .... ere ] 
Αἰξω; “Ηρωικὸν ὧι γε; νοϊτό; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ... 3 φέρ]- 
ουσα πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιό:.... ὃ... -πρὸς ἡλίου dvope:] 


λου Eire; AA; Atoyudy[s Διοφάνους Γαργ; μέταλλον) 
280 ἀπεγράψατο ᾿Αναφλυσίτοῖ παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον or]- 
nAnv ἔχον ᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν [ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς Στ]- 
ρατοκλέους ὧι yet; πρὸς ἡλίου avid; [... ὃ... ἐδά]- 
φη πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: ὁδὸς ἀστικὴ νοτό; ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἐπὶ Θρ]- 
άσυμον φέρουσα; ὠνῃ; Αἰσιμίδης Διοφάνουϊς Pap; AA:] 
285 Τιμοκλείδης ᾿ὙΨηχίδου Φρεά; ἀπεγράψατο [μέταλλ]- 
ον ἀνασάξιμον παλαιὸν στήλην ἔχον Ποσει[ζδωνια]- 
κὸν ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ: ὧι γε; Bopp; μέταλλον ᾿Αρτε[μισιακ]- 
ov νοτόθ: μέταλλον ᾿ Ἡρωικὸν πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνι[όν: ἐδά]- 
φη Νεοπτολέμου dvope: χαράδρα ὠνίη: Τι]μοκ[λείδης] 
290 ᾿Ὑψηχίδου Φρε; AA: ᾿Επικράτης ᾿Ισοκρ[άτο]υς E[bwy: μέτ]- 
αλλον ἀπεγράψατο ἀνασάξιμον στήλην ἔϊχον ᾽Αρτε]- 
μισιακὸν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς Διφίλου [Πιθ: ὧι γε; 
βορρ; τὰ Κερκέων ἐδάφη νοτό: Διφίλου Th6|: ἐργαστή)]- 
ριον πρὸς ἡλίου a; Μειξιάδης Lovy: ἡλ[ίου δυομέ;]} 
295 ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Λαυρέου ἐπὶ Θράσυμον φέρουσα ὠνῃ; ᾿Ἐπ]- 
ixparns ᾿Ισοκράτους: Εὐῳ; AA: Εὔβιος Εὐη!... ἅ.... ] 


/ 
μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο Φάνειον avacaé [ov στὴλ]- 
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nv ἔχον ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ ὧι γε: Bopp; ὃ λόφος [6. . . al 

Dpea; vorg: Εὐπολέμου ἐργαστήριον πρ[ὸς ἡλίου ἀν]- 
300 [t]o Κόνωνος ἐργαστήριον πρὸς ἡλίου δίυομ; ἡ δδὸς ἡ] 

ἐπὶ AEYKOOION φέρουσα ὠνῇ: Εὐπόλεμος [... ὃ... 


us: Σουνι; HAAA: Θορικοῖ Τιμοκλῆς Φανοκ |. . . OF cael 


/ / A / 
pa: μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο παλαιὸν ἀνασίάξιμον κα]- 
ὶ ἐπικατατ[ομὴν] ᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν στήλην [ἔχον Θορι]- 


305 Kot ἐν τ[οῖς ἐδάφε]σι τοῖς Azo [λλο]δώρου [... Ἐν 
eaten ΤΟ πεῖς σὰ Jéxrav[........ ee 
lacuna 
Face B 
Col. I XTOIX. 35 
lacuna 
[pl€povoa[............. a ee ἐπ]- 
ἢ] Opacup[.......... ᾿ς ΕΡΨ ΑΝ ἀπεγράψ)]- 


aro μέταλλ[ον παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον ἐπὶ Θρασ]- 
310 ὕμωι ᾿Αρτεμισι[ακὸν στήλην ἔχον ὧι γε: Bopp; ᾽Ε]- 


πικράτης ......«Ὁὐν eee ere eee ] 
αριστα τὸ μ[ἐταλλον........ ΟΕ ae μέ!]- 
ταλλονΪ.....«νννν νων re ἐπὶ) 
[Θ]ρασύμωι [.] ἐν τοῖς ἐ[δ]ά[φεσι τοῖς... .".... 
315 [.]r ὧι γ; πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιό[:..... 10... ἐργαστή]- 
ἰρ]ιον; Bop; Mevar[y]plo......... 7... ] 
[JEOTILJHEI............28....0..0.064 
[Oleddwpos A[.......... OP ii ues παλαιὸ]- 
ν ἀνασάξιμον |......... Pte stale ἐπὶ Θρ]- 
320 [alovport[.............. eC eae το τ τας ] 
[....]@ely..... 0... ot een ἐργαστή)]- 
[ρ]ιον πρὸς ἡλίου........ oe épyacr]- 
[Πρ δὴν [iit ieee hates loneeehiacas Bo asta ἐ]- 
[p]lyaornpioy[............ eT ae ] 
325 [᾿ΕἸπικράτης A[......29..... ἀπεγράψατο ἐπ]- 
[1] Θρασύμωι μέταλλον [παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον σ]- 
[τ]ήλην ἔχον IIpoo[.......... εὐ ΠΥ ΨΎΜΜΝΝ ] 
[. ]s Σημωνίδου Lov[y:........ τον Senet ἐργα]- 
[o]rnpiov[............. a a ] 
330 [.] πρὸς nAtov[......... Ot ati ἐπὶ Λαυ]- 
[pl€we[..........0.; Seige Sesh eet eee, can ] 
[1ΟΓ[.Ν]..« «νον ν νιν ὌΝ come ] 
Ὄπ ΡΥ ne ae 
[.1 ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι [............ ἈΝ ΤΥ ] 
335 [.Juaxd[y..... ἸΕΙ ΣΙ: το ζιις set ΤΥ ] 
[ΟΠ οτος hele Ὁ hasta hte 
HOP testa see Le ok eee sere 
ὌΡΟΣ ἈΝ ] 
ἌΣ eee Ὑ αυτ δε σῦς, ττ τε ] 
340 []᾿ἰλιάδης [.«. «Ὁ ὐννν νοι i ΕΑ εὑ ΤΙΣ εἰ ἡ δὲὸ]- 
10 ? 


[os] ἡ ἐπὶ Θράσυμον dl€povea.... 4. .... Αρτε]- 
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μισιακὸν στήλην [ἔχον....... 1)... μέτα]- 
[A]Aov ἐπὶ Θρα[σύμωι......... ἐν αν τον ἢ ] 
[.]épyaornptov[........... ae ee ee ] 

345 [.JEAKAQI[............ BO ot a i ἐργ]- 
[α]στήριον [............. ΡΨ ] 
[.]8pos Καλλίου [.. .5.. ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλο]- 
[ν] ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι [...... See ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε]- 
[σιν] τοῖς AA[............ 28 sid titad ease acs tee ] 

350 [.]épyaornpioly........... ee are ] 
[.]ev πρὸς ἡλίου ἀ[νιόν:......... το Sti ] 
[κὸν Svopel:............ 78 ee ee | 
ADIN ese teas eee 

lacuna 
Col. II is completely illegible 
Col. ΠῚ 
lacuna 
b ΠΝ OF pain dedecntencl ts ὠ]ν[ῃ]: Νικη 

Slee ἐν νει ὑπ: ἜΤ Is; Κτησιβιο: Ke 
ΞΕ emer Μνησιδάμ]ας: ᾿Αριστοδάμαν- 
τος: Μυρ:... 8 μέταλλον] παλαιὸν ἀνασάξ- 
[ἱμον στήλην ἔχον... ὃ... Ἰκὸν ᾿Αμφιτροπῇ; ἐ- 
[ν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς... 7... νος; Κυθ; ὧι γ; Bop 

360 [........ ΤΟΣ χυποξιδς νοτό; Μυ]ησιδάμαντος ἐ- 
[δάφῃ; Μυρ; πρὸς ἡλίου au; . . . .]B€vos: edad: Kv0(;) 


[Μνησιδάμας ᾿Αριστοδάμαντο]ς: Mup; AA; τάδε ἐπ- 


[ράθη....... τ ΡΥ Πυανο)ψιῶνος δευτέρ- 
365 [a....9.... δικαστήριον π]ρῶτον τῶν καιν- 
[ῶν; κυρωτὴς παρὰ πρυτάνεων Κ]ηφισόδωρος;: “Ay 
eee re ae a ce ene eee lov Σωσίας Κλε 
[... 3... ἀπέγραψεν χωρίον καὶὶ οἰκίαν; ᾿Αγν- 
[fovyTL.......... i ee ]Ιωι ὁδὸς δη- 
370 [μοσία.......... iets. ]γεια οὐκ € 
αν ϑ ον νὴ ἢ αι αεννοθς oC ee atea genes |npara δύο 
fe Acs ncececan a tee O eton aie cata larros Mup 
(eee: ee ree J; καὶ ἕτερο- 
[ν xwpiov......... τς τας “πὸ Ίγαι; ὧι γ: κυκ 
Cig ee ee ᾿ΟΗ͂Ρ Υ larros: oy; Pay 
[ok Seacta geen ΡΟ καὶ] ἕτερον χωρί- 
ΤΥ τ |rat ὧι y; Bop: δὸ- 
FOS ican ied de ee Ἰεμενος πρὸς ἡλ- 
[to ἄνι;..........Ψ eee πρὸ]ς ἡλίο δυο: ἡ δδὸ- 
380 ener re Bae ΤΥ ] φέροσα χάρακ- 
FAG oe εν PP κϑλν ςτὸ σον ον Ἰεοστράτο: Κυδαθ 
ἰξπι τὴς ἀκ δ ν το ἌΣ 7τι ὑπ᾽ ᾽Αρτεμισ- 
[ξοι σοι, eee ows ἱερὸν τῆ]ς ᾿Αρτέμιδος: νο- 
FOr sats ohn Ἐν career 1: Εἰκαδέων x wpi- 


~ Ww 
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385 [ov.......... rs en katt ]ἱερὸν τῆς ᾿Αρτέ- 
[wtdos........ De eee Ἰαττος: X; wy; Pavv- 
[AAos....... ΝΥ καὶ ἕ]τερον χωρίον 
[τὸ ἐπε ee. oe Ὁ εν πότ πκΎδΣ ] ὧι y; Bop; Κλέων: K 
Peres ore Tee mplos ἡλίο ἂν: δδὸ- 
200 δἰ τ ον τῶν ᾿ς ΜΡ eieea: Ἰνος: πάγος: wy; II 
ππυ- sea enaihe kalt ἑτέραν ἐσχ- 
[artay......... Danes! jirat καὶ οἶκο 
La ἀ ρθουν τῖός ΕΣ ΤΣ ] voro; Θρασύλο- 
[yos... 2.0.00. ᾿ς oe 1; AIETNOMOZE 
ὅ0 5513 πριν θὼ Seats Area dae ] Εἰκαδέων καὶ o 
πο αν τις Pe seetsaiee πρὸς ἡλί]ο δυο; Xapivo: πα 
eS een τα ἌΡ J; χωρίον καὶ ὄρο- 
Γ- a δημό]σια εἶναι ταῦτ- 
(eee Soe eas τ]οῦ Πυθοδώρο: ‘Ay 
ROO recent Pudi ein Bete: Jros ἐπὶ τὴν κρί- 
[σιν ....... Pees εἰσήγγειλεν αὐτὸν ‘Ya 
ἜΤ a ἘΝ ΜῊΝ Jros ἐρήμην ἐντ 
ΞΕ. OO iow ites |g: “Ay; Μνησίθεο- 
Capers See Seeds ] Αγκυ; Opacvepy 
40 5: ees ee ere lias τῆς ἐμ Mera 
eee Oo Ne eet as οἰϊκοπέδων; οἷς γ 
[Σορ τ ἐἰν ἐσ i ee Opac]vrAoxos AXATI 
(odie Be Ἐν δος δοανο ες Ὁ rn: ] τὸ ὄρος φέ- 
[pooa........... tient |g; Ἄγνουσι 
4 1 ice Sonate ΟΝ ΙΔ χωρίον 
[ise dee teton ae teaes Benois es State JAnvewy; T 
eee ἐν ee JNOZEZION 
eee arpa JOZONTATO 
Daecine pomees ae ne ee éloxariay κα 
1 el πο ee es Ree θῖνα δὲ ] χάρακας κα 
-ο-- ἘΣ ποτ τ τσ Ἰλιθον ὀρινο 
lee eet e: ἘΠ ee eae Ins; ‘AAG: μετὰτ 
ΘΕ. ce en Jv ἐπὶ Διοτίμο; ἄ- 
[Pxovros: wy;.... τ os ᾿Αναφ͵]λύστι; FH: δραχμ- 
420 [άς:.......ος ΤῈ τῆν ἄν τοῦ ἐμίσθωσε τὴν ἐσχα- 
[reay........, ἘΠ ea aah Jt: HAA: τοῦ ἐνια- 
¥ Vv 
[urd ... 2.22... ee τς α ] εἶναι τὸν τόκ- 
Ce ee ἀ]πὸ τοῦ ἀρχαιο 
Ππελοτι τΣ tena ΤΣ. ee ἐμ]φορβίδε: Med: Tt 
AZO? | 3b hoc Se eet eaedes Jac ἣ ἀμφισβητ- 
[ἢν δι ρος ΠΕΡ ly Say; Γλαυκίας: Ξ 
ἘΠ = RCS Ἰρων Εὐθύφρονος 
eee poe ee |: τοῦ Εὐκτήμονος 
eee eee οἷς yl: Bop: ἡ ὁδὸς: ἡ εἰς Π 
430 seit τν τος: ee ~ Ἰίδης Σφήτ: πρὸς 
[ἡλίο ἀνι:...... ree mpos] ἡλίο δυο: ᾽᾿Αριστ 
Peta Restor teases Aes pa Jos τῶι δημοσ- 


Πῶς eset sheen ate Jou [€]v ἀκ[ροπό)]- 
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[Nets wea onde ee eee ἸΕύκλει.] 
RAS earns Gard δ λον see eee ee JN[.. - -] 
aie dee ΠΑΝ ταν τυ εεν ΣΙ Στὸν ] 
eee eee hee Se ehaueecee 
ας τε ες τὴς ΘΝ ΙΌΣΟ 
[το ο τὐ ν ντες teed 3 ετὰ 
440 [00 ocean. Smale halen pte 
ote ted ates i ere 
ere rete Se naeaeeseteete aes JON[.] 
reer ee eer re τες eRe TT lI. ..JT 
ΤΕΥ on en reer JIA 
445 ee ee ΟΕ eae JN 
lacuna 
Col. IV 
lacuna 
Ws ge eee eerie. πρὸς ἡ]- 
λίο[υ d a es ee πρὸς ἡλίου δυ]- 
9; see ἡ εἰἰς. «τον νυν ΑΜ nett ] 
Ἕρμ; €pyaornptoy[.......... at eee ] 
450 X; καὶ ἐργαστήρια δύο ἐΐμ Μελίτηι οἷς γε πρὸς] 


455 


460 


465 


470 


475 


ἡλίου ave; Φιλοκράτοϊς:] ‘Alyy; οἰκίᾳ; ; πρὸς ἡλίου) 
δυο; “Ἱεροκλείδο; Ἕρμ; [χω]ρίϊον .. .“.. Bop; Φιλο]- 
κράτους: ‘Ayy; οἰκίᾳ; νοτό; ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ τοῦ ᾿Ηρακ]- 
λείο τοῦ ᾿Αλεξικάκου εἰς ἀγορὰν φέρουσᾳ; wy;] 
“Ἱππόνικος: Καλλίου ᾿Αλωπεκρ; XP: δημοσίων ὄντ]- 
wy ἁπάντων Φιλοκράτος τοῦ Πυθ]οδώρρο; “Ayy; οὐ]- 
χ ὑπακούσαντος Φιλοκράτος εἰς [τὴν κρίσιν] 

κατὰ τὴν εἰσαγγελίαν ἣν εἰσήγγειλεν αὐτὸ]- 

ν “Ὑπερείδης: [Γ]λαυκίππο: Kod; ἀλλ’ ὀφλόϊντος ἐρ]- 
ἤμην ἐν τῶι δικαστηρίωι; Σκιροφοριῶϊνος δε]- 
υτέραι ἱσταμένου δικαστήριον τὸ μέσ[ον τῶ]- 

ν καινῶν κυρωτὴς παρὰ πρυτάνεων; Εὐθυκλ[ῆς] 
Εὐκλέους; ἐκ Κ᾽ Εὐθυκλῆς Εὐθυμενίδου Muppl; ἀ]- 
πέγραψεν ovvoutay ἐμ Πειραεῖ ὑπὸ Μουνιχτ 

ίαι; ἧι γ: Bop: Εὐθυκλέους: Μυρ: οἰκίᾳ; νοτό; δὲ Πρ- 
ὠτάρχου; Πειρ; οἰκία πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιῤ; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀ- 
aria δυομέ: δὲ Εὐθυμάχου Μυρ: οἰκία οὔσης τῆ- 

ς συνοικίας ταύτης Μειξιδήμου Μυρ; ὀφείλο- 

ντος τῶι δημοσίωι τῶι ᾿Αθηναίων ἐγγύην ἣν ἐ- 
νεγυήσατο Φιλιστίδην: Φιλιστίδονυ; Αἰξ: μετ- 
ασχόντα τέλους μετοικίου ἐπὶ Πυθοδότου ἐ ἄ- 
ρχοντος ἕκτην καὶ ἑβδόμην καὶ ὀγδόην καὶ ἐ- 

νάτην τέτταρας ταύὔτας ἑκάστην τὴν καταβο- 

λήν; Hi: δραχμὰς καὶ érépav ἐγγύην ἐν τοῖς ἔργ- 

ous τὴν πεντεδραχμίαν ὃ ἕκτην καὶ ἑβδόμην κ- 

αἱ ὀγδόην τρεῖς ταύτας ἑκάστην τὴν ΚΑΤΟΡΙΟ 

λήν; ΠΔΔΗ; δραχμὰς καὶ ἑτέραν ἐγγύην ἣν ἐνεγ- 
υήσατο Τηλέμαχον; “Ἑρμολόχο ἐμ IT otk; μετασχ- 
όντα τέλος τῆς πεντεδραχμίας τῆς δι Onoe- 
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505 


510 


515 


520 
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“A / A / Loe Ae / 
U τετάρτην καὶ TEUTTNY Kat ἕκτην Kat εβδομ- 


nv καὶ ὀγδόην καὶ ἐνάτην καὶ δεκάτην ἑπτί[ὰ τ]- 
αἰύτ]ας καταβολὰς ἑκάστην τὴν καταβοϊλήν; Η; δ]- 
[ρα]χμὰς καὶ ἑτέϊρα]ν ἐνγύην λιθοτομίαν ἐμ Πε]- 
[ιρ]αεῖ τετάρτην κ[αὶ] πέμπτην δύο Tav[ras ἑκά]- 
στην τὴν καταβολήν; ΗΔΠΙΠ: καὶ ἑτέίραν ἐγγύ]- 
[nly ἣν ἐνεγυήσατο Καλλικράτην: Ka[AAtkparo]- 
ς; Βήσῃ: oik; μετασχόντα τέλους τῆς [δραχμῆς τ]- 
ὧι ᾿Ασκληπιῶι ἑβδόμην καὶ ὀγδόην [καὶ ἐνάτη)]- 

ν καὶ δεκάτην τέτταρας ταὕὔτας ἑκά[στην τὴν] 
καταβολήν,; ΔΔΛΠΗΙΙ: καὶ τούτων [διπλῶν γε]- 
γενημένων οὐκ ἐκτεισάντων τεῖ [πόλει οὔτε] 
Φιλιστίδο; οὔτε Τηλεμάχο: οὔτε Καἰλλικράτο]- 

ς τὴν ὠνὴν οὔτε Μειξιδήμου τὰς ἐγ[γύας ἃς Hy]- 
γυήσατο πρὸς τὴν πόλιν GAN’ ἐκγεγ[γραμμένο é]- 


αρίας ᾿Ἐλπινίκο: Ποτ; ὧν: Τηλέμαχος: Θἰεαγγέλο] 


Ἄχαρ; XXXPHHNII; τοῦτο κατεβλήθη ἅθροϊον ἅπα]- 
ν; [Τ]ίμαρχος: "Age; ᾿Αμφικλῆς: ᾿Ερσικλῆς: “Agu: [ἀπέγ]- 


ραψεν Νικοδήμο τοῦ ᾿Αριστομένους: Οἷν; χω[ρί]- 
ον ᾿Αφίδνησι ἐν Πεταλιδῶν οἷς γε; Bop; χωρί[ον] 
Εὐθυμένος; Edw; καὶ dppos; νοτό: χωρίον Δημο[σ]- 
Tparo; ᾽Αφι; καὶ χωρίον ᾿Απημονίδο πρὸς ἡλίο [ἀ]- 
νιό; ἣ χαράδρα πρὸς ἡλίο δυο: χωρίον Εὐθυμέϊν]- 
os Edw: ὀφείλοντος Νικοδήμου τῶι δημοσίωι 

Χ; δραχμὰς καὶ ἐκγεγραμμένου ἐν ἀκροπόλει 
ἐπιβολὴν ὀφλόντος ὅτι ἐπιμελητὴς γενόμε- 

νος τῆς Αἰαντίδος φυλῆς καὶ ἐγλέξας τὸ ἱερ- 

ὃν ἀργύριον τῆς φυλῆς οὐκ ἀποδέδωκεν καὶ ἐ- 
Kyeypappevo: ἐν ἀκροπόλει τῶι Αἰαντι καὶ ὀ- 
φείλοντος: PHPAMHIII; καὶ τούτο τοῦ ἀργυρίο 
δεδιπλωμένο αὐτῶι ἐπὶ ᾿Αρχίου ἄρχοντος: κ: [Θ]- 
eopavtos: ᾽᾿Ελευ; Δημοκλῆς: "Age: ἐνεπίσκημμα; ἐ- 
πιμεληταὶ τῆς Αἰαντίδος φυλῆς Δίων Νομην- 

tov; Φαλῃ; Τιμοκράτης; “Ady Πολύφιλος; Πολυμή- 
δος: Οἷν; ἐνεπεσκήψαν το ὑπὲρ τῆς Αἰαντίδος 
φυλῆς ἐν τῶι χωρίωι τῶι Νικοδήμου τοῦ ᾽Αρισ- 
τομένος: Οἷν; ὧι γ; Bop; χωρίον Εὐθυμένος: Edwy 
καὶ ὄρρος: vot; χωρίον Δημοστράτο; ᾽Αφι: καὶ χω- 
ρίον ᾿Απημονίδο πρὸς ἡλίο ἀνιόν; ἡ χαράδρα π- 
pos HALO δυο; χωρίον τὸ Εὐθυμένος: Εὐω; ἐνοφε- 
thea Oar τῆι Αἰαντίδι φυλῆι: PHA; ΠΗΙΠ; οὐκ ἀ- 
ποδόντος τοῦτο τὸ ἀργύριον τῆι Αἰαντίδι φ- 

υλέι ἐπιμελητοῦ γενομένο Νικοδήμου καὶ ἐ- 
γλέξαντος τὸ ἱερὸν ἀργύριον τοῦ Αἴαντος κ- 

αἱ ὠφληκότος καὶ ἀπολ οἰμένο]υ τὰ ἑαυτὸ ἅπα[»ν)]- 
τα εἰ μὴ ἀποδοίη τὸ ἀργύριον κ]ατὰ τὸς νόμο[ς] 
τῆς Αἰαντίδος φυλῆς π[ροσοφ͵]λεῖν τῶι δημο[σ]- 
toe τιμή; ΡΉΡΙΔΠΗΙΙ; ἔδοξε δ]ὲ ἐνεπίσκημμα τίδ] 
φυλῆς εἶναι: ὧν: Νικοκ[ράτη]ς Ξενοκράτος: “Ραϊμ:} 
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530 FHPAAA: τοῦτο κατεβλ[ήθη ἅ]θροον ἅπαν; ἀπο[γρ]- 
αφή; Προμηθίων; Aicy[palilov] ἐκ Κη; ἀπέγραψε; ἐ[σ]- 
χατιὰν Θρίαι; ἧι ye; Bop; [ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ] ἐπὶ τὸν ΚΛΕΥΣ 


ON ayo; καὶ τὰ ὄρη τὰ δύο. ... 3. Jara νομο] .] 
καὶ εἰς τὸν τειχητὸν [..... ee ]KAZ[. . .] 
535 adas: vor: δὲ τὸ iepov[......... Lt eke ] 
ρ[.Ἰουμενος καὶ αφηί......... ἬΝ ] 
a: ὅπου τὸ ἱερὸν κί. ........... se te ΧΕΡ ] 
[. .[γέττου ZI[.JTH[.......... pee eee ] 
[.. T]@efpwewl............ BP dats Manet: ] 
540 [.. .]ἐπιβοληί. ...«.« «ον νος 25 πος χε σῶι ] 
Pee ΠΕΙΗΡ ΑΙ ἰἰυνονεόκε eae aeee 
lacuna of uncertain length 
ete κοτε ὌΝ ΤΕ Τἢ NEL cate sss 
eee sa ee jap; XOTQI. . .] 
pikedeacetna Στ ΝΣ ἢ ly: T; καὶ εἰ... 
Ὁ Πρ αν; ee δ τον τς Jos: av[.. .] 
lacuna 
Col. III or [V 
lacuna 
pate ease J g [---------- } 
= Ing; Il---------- | 
ae je ἐπὶ [----------- ] 
[---.--- παρ]ὰ πρυτ[ἀνεων--------- ] 
550 [--------- 1: Καλλι[------ ---- -- -- - - ] 
[--------- .Jerat ov[---------- | 
[---~----- .] τὸ répe[vos —------------ 
[--------- J; καὶ r[---------- ] 
ss “JMAX[---------- } 
555 [-------- . JOX[---------- ] 
lacuna 
Col. II Col. [IV 
lacuna 
[... 27. Js Kael. .JO[.] lacuna 
[....76. ὀφλεῖν Κλε μου Σμικυλοί.. .... Pe τ τῷ ἄστη οἷν ] 
[..... 25. τίμημα HHH ε οὔντι ἀπέδωκ[εν.... .21.....ὁἁ({νὸ ἐ]- 
[- -. 27. 1 τὸ αὐτὸ χῳρί- ξούλας δύο κί....... ΣΕ ae ] 
560 [ον... 25... ἐνοφείλ- ΠΙ.. 5... JEMO[....7% 2.0.0.0... ] 
[εσθαι.... 21... rahe χωρίωι ΝΣ Rok. ἐπ τ ως ὁ ἀρ ] 
[....73.. ἀπέγρ]αψεν ᾿Αρχ lacuna 
[... 22... χ]ωρίον of.] 
[... 39. ΠΟΣΠΡΙ. .] 
565 [... 29... ἸΟΣΠΡΙ. .] 
cet NAL eon 


lacuna 
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Col. ITI(?) Col. IV(?) 
lacuna 
7. lacuna εἰ Πρωταρχοί. -«« «τ Ὁ ννν eee ee ee ee ] 
ΕΣ ae .JP δος οἰκίᾳ; voro[:..............: ὌΝ ΝΠ ] 
[.-... 8.1} ax; TH; ὅσωι πλέοϊνος afia..... . 15 Ae er ee ] 
570 [....%#....JH u; Ἔρικ; HH; dpaxylas.......... ee ee τῶι δη]- 
lacuna μοσίωι εἶ... .......Ὁὐν νιν νννων Oe oma a oka aah inde ὐπὸ ] 
lacuna 


Line 7 upsilon omisit lapis. Lines 58-59 ν ὁδὸς ἡ ε] ἰς Πάνο[ρ]μο[ν φέρουσα] Crosby. Line 94 [ἀνασάξιμον ᾿Αμφιτροπῆσιυ) 
Crosby. Lines 96-97 χω[ρίον ἡλίου a ἀνιόντ: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ Βήσ]  [αζε φ]έϊρ]οσα Crosby. Lines 156-157 ἐπὶ Oa | [evov (9) φέρο: ὠνῇ; Ἔπι- 
κράτης Φι]λ[οκράτου)ς Μ. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 8; θάλ | [array] Oikonomos. Lines 162-163 Πλου |[revaxdy (?)] Crosby. 
Lines 167-168 ®iAnpor| [ιακὸν μέταλλον] Crosby. Line 172 [Λεύκιος Θεο]κλέους Crosby. Lines 247-249 ἡ[λίου ἀνι; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς 
Ad]|[A]@[va φέ]ρουσ[α καὶ τὸ] Διονυσιακ[ὸν μέταλλον δυομ:] [Μειδίου ᾿Αναίγυ; ἐργαστήριον) Crosby. Line 250 στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ 
Θεοφίλου ἄρχ] Oikonomos. Lines 265-266 [ὠνῇ Ἴσαν] ὅρος Crosby. Line 277 ἀνιόϊν: χαράδρα (?)] Kirchner. Line 282 [τὰ 
Κερκέων ἐδα)] Oikonomos. Line 296 Εὐη[νίου Φυλά: ] Oikonomos. Lines 310-311 [” E]| πικράτης ᾿Αἰλεξιάδου ἾΑναφλ (?)] Crosby. 
Lines 346-347 [a]|[t]3pos Καλλίου [Σφήττι:] Crosby. Lines 354-355 Nex | [parous ἐργαστήριον] Crosby. Line 359 [ ᾿Αντισθε]- 
vos: Crosby. Line 361 [ ᾿Αντισ]θένος Crosby. Lines 399-402 [. ἅπαντα τὰ τοῦ Φιλοκράτος τ]οῦ Πυθοδώρου; ‘Ay| [ν; οὐκ ὑπακού- 
σαντος Φιλοκράϊτος ἐπὶ τὴν κρί[ [σιν τῆς γραφῆς εἰς ἣν εἰσήγγειλεν αὐτὸν ᾿Ὑπ|[ερείδης τῶι δήμωι ἀλλ᾽ ὀφλόν]τος Meritt. 


In lines 152-153 Crosby (Hesperia 26, 1957, p. 14) read [καὶ ἐπικα]τατομ; [ἣν ἐν rots ἐδάφεσι rots] Ν[α]υ[σικλέους 
["A] or [I1]Aw. The traces which I see on the stone do not support Crosby’s readings. Restoration of the demotic in lines 
252 and 259 is from C. Habicht (per lit.), based on Agora I 5094, for which see J. Traill, “The Bouleutic List of 302/1 
ΒΟ. Hesperia 37, 1968 (pp. 1-24), p. 11, lines 15-16. In lines 257-258 Crosby restored and read [δυομέ; ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ᾽Αμ- 
φιτρο] [πῆ]θεν. The readings are possible, although I concur with Oikonomos and Kirchner that the first three pre- 
served letters of line 258 are omega, sigma, and eta. In lines 262-263 Oikonomos and Kirchner read [Ke]| @aAiwvos, but 
the second letter of line 263 is a clear iota, as Crosby first noted. In line 301 Crosby’s Λευκόθιον, a place in Anaphlystos, 
seems better than Kirchner’s Aevxo(v)otov, the Leontid deme, which is usually assigned to the city trittys. The final two 
letters of line 381 are cut in the two-spaced column divider. In the final letter space of line 392 I read omicron in place of 
Meritt’s iota. We should thus print otxo|[v] or οἰκ(() [[αν]. In line 452 after ‘Epy; I read [χω]ρίζον —------ ] instead 
of Meritt’s [ἐργ]α[στήριον --—]. The lacuna following could be filled with [καὶ oix:]. The correct restoration of the verb 
in line 528 was first made by M. Crosby (Hesperia 10, 1941, p. 23, commentary to line 25). 

In lines 103-151 a number of new readings have been made which differ from those published by Crosby (Hesperia 
19, 1950, pp. 246-247). The surface of the stone is worn practically smooth in this area, and the letters appear best 
when the stone is wetted and examined in direct sunlight. The surface of the stone in the area of lines 231-251 and 
297-306, on the other hand, has completely disappeared owing to flaking away of the surface. Here the readings are 
solely those of the previous editors. 

The use of punctuation marks is fairly consistent throughout the text, and I have taken the liberty of adding a few in 
places where they were probably not cut because of oversight: lines 137, 162, 222, 224, and 361. In line 214 Kirchner 
read βο:ρ:ρ:, but there are no punctuation marks after the omicron and first rho. 

In lines 364-365 Meritt restores devrep| [at ἱσταμένου δικαστήριον π]. φθίνοντος also fits the available space, but 
Meritt’s supplement is preferable, if we are correct in believing that it was customary to meet these cases early in the 
month. 


P27 (Pl. 10). Five fragments of Hymettian marble combining into four non-joining pieces possibly from the same stele. 
Fragment a (I 5358), broken all around except for the smooth back which is possibly a reworking, was found on March 
22, 1938, in a modern wall south of the Church of the Holy Apostles (O-P 18). The two pieces composing the right half 
of fragment ὁ (I 4782) were found on April 29 and May 5, 1937, ina Late Roman disturbance to the east of the porch of 
the Tholos (H 11); the left half of fragment ὁ (I 7419; Pl. 10, all of δ) was found on July 1, 1972, ina late fill east of the 
stoa of Attalos (U 11-12). Fragment ὁ is broken on all sides except for the back, which, as in the case of fragment a, 
appears to have been smoothed unevenly at a later time, and the bottom, which is a later reworking. Fragment c 
(I 4883), broken all around, was found on May 22, 1937, in the same Late Roman disturbance as the right half of 
fragment ὁ. Fragment d (I 4942), broken all around, was found on June 7, 1937, in the same context as fragment c. 


118 II. POLETAI RECORDS 


a: H. 0.37 m.; W. 0.35 m.; Th. upper left 0.09 m., lower left 0.092 m., upper right 0.088 m., lower right 0.076 m. 
ὁ: H. 0.285 m.; W. 0.327 m.; Th. 0.077-0.081 m. 

c: H. 0.05 m.; W. 0.073 m.; Th. 0.017 m. 

d: H. 0.084 m.; W. 0.015 m.; Th. 0.044 m. 

Letter height on all fragments 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. a: M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 254-260, no. 18, photograph pl. 92; δ: M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, 
pp. 219-220, no. 6, photograph pl. 85 (the right half only; the left half of ὃ is unpublished); c: M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 
1950, p. 270, no. 23, photograph pl. 94; d: M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 219-220, no. 6, photograph pl. 85; SEG 
XXVIII, 122 (fragments ὁ and d). 


a. 341/0 (9) a. x TOIX. 47 
Col. I 
lacuna 
a ΤΣ ἈΠ Ἰφειον: βορρί:] 
ΘΠ" ΕΣ τ τα κα ον ] Διοκλέους ἐκ Κη: 
«-«-Φ-----Ξ---.--:----.- 31 —______—> 
[ eae Parner ὠνῇ: sveseece i κράτους "Audurp: XX 
eres Oe hikes A aco: ] Βήσησι Αἰἰ]γιλιακὸν ὧι 
oa [γξι: ee ee eee ] avn: ᾿Ανδροκλῆς ‘lepoxAe 
ery: adeeb Βήσ]ησι ἐμ Παγγαί; avn: Γλαυκ 
lise τ υσάν ἍΜ μέταλλον] ἐμ Παγγαίωι ὃ ἠργάζ: 
τὰς... χτωξ 3 | ee 
[ ------ -- - rae ~---+--+-+-- οκλέους ἐκ KoA: HRA 
eee eile: ited ase |rexov στ[ἤ]λην ἔχον ἐν 
10 [τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς... ... re ὧι] yet: Bop: ἡ οἰκία ἡ Α[.] 
--.------.--Φ Ὁ  242θ6.-.-- νυ». 
[ --~+----- νοτὸ: -------- ἐργα]στήριον πρὸς Ὁ ἡλίο- 
[υ ἀνιόν:..........Ψ DT Aad Svope: τὸ ᾿Ηρ]άκλειον [τ]ὸ Βησαιῶν 
«------- 28 


Le 
SSeS eae = wun. ——---—-—|XHHHH: Ναυσικλῆς [.JAA[.] 


[ Sates ecu μέταλλον ------ | ειον B(n ono στήλην éxo- 
15 [ν ὧι γεί: Bop:......... Be sate ack ] voro: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ Βήσαζε φ- 
[ἔρουσα mpos ἡλίου ἀνιόν:... 7... .Jvros ἐργαστήριον δυομ- 
ἐξ εἰς ade ὩΣ evn]: Στρατοκλῆς ᾿Ισάνδρου [Σ]- 
[vTGA:.......... 3 eee Δι]φίλου Γαρἰ[γ]ήττι: €[t]onve- 
[νκε μέταλλον ...... ᾽ν ἐργά]σιμον Byono{na} ἐκ τῆς [σ]- 
20 [τήλης τῆς ἐπ’ ᾿Αρχίου ἄρχο: ὃ ἀπεγράψατο Εὐθύδικος Μνησιθ- 
[gov Σφήττι: ὧι yet: Bop:... ".. .Ἰα[.]ης Εὐωνυ: νοτό: ‘Hpaxa- 
[εἰον τὸ Βησαιῶν ὠνη:..... It Jov Πόριος: HR: ᾿Ανδροκλ- 
lis... 7... ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον] παλαιὸν ἀνασάξι: Βήσησι 
eee Peet ὧι yet: Bop]: Νικανδρίδου Moray: οἰ- 
25 [kta voro:......... τ ον Ἰρου: πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν: Φι 
ἘΠ eer: Υ Υ πρὸ]ς ἡλίου δυομέ: Σπευσίππο- 
________— 27 οὕ» 
: Saas @vn:—------ | κλ[ῆ]ς Σωστράτου ᾿Αμφιτρο- 
eee ee ee Λαμ]πτρ: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλο- 
ΠΣ τ τς, ἐεα θα δύνο Oe ak austen |v Κιθ[α]ιρωνιακὸν ἐν τοῖς K 


A$ ——_ 27 —______» 
30 | -- -ἐδάφεσιν ὧι yel: βορ:------ ἰράτ[ο]υς Padnpe: ἐργαστή- 
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[ριον vord:........ eR ΤΠ lov Τησαγόρας np: [.]oxaw 
Borer ere 2 eee jtrov wvn: Καλλικρατίὃ- 

[NS saecat sa ον ύρῴν AT dectiant Nest JAns ‘A[A]ate: ἀπεγράψατ- 
[ο μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἀνασάξι: Βήσησ]ιν στήλην ἔχον ᾿Αφροδι- 

35 [σιακὸν ὧι γεί: Bop:...°. «ἐργαστή]ριον νοτόθ: Βησαιῶν a 

ἘΠ hero hoe Deol aceeeee Ιλι: πρὸς ἡλίου δυομέ 
--------- 28 
[ —----~--~ = ------- Al υσικλῆς Ζηλάρχου Συπ- 
(eee θα re eee Aalunrpe: ἀπεγράψατο 
[MeradAov......0.0000 ὍΘ ον eee JEEPE:[...2..] 
lacuna 
Col. II 
lacuna 
40 XO[..........06. ΡΤ Ga anes ] 
DANO cis chests ht δ λει τος as πρὺ]- 
ς ἡλ[ίου Gvioy: .........666. ἀθ ον ταν δεν τος πρὸς ἡλίου] 
δυοίμέ:......-....Β τυ νοι re ον δος ] 
“Dar ttl scented beeen PTT Ter eee ] 

45 *Audi[rpom:...... ΒΡ ΡΣ Ἀ]- 
μφιτίροπ:........ ΡΥ ΡΥ ΤΠ τ | 
@IAA[..........- οὐ eds ates th ae 
VoTO[:........06. Ἐν κα ον eae ] 
᾿Ἀμφιτίροπ:...... ΒΥ ΎΥ team ec ] 

BO (IPA ΤΟ Ϊ εν ιν  ἐρευωςς ον seca. ] 
ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ...........- Σ᾽ hoi δι τ τα ας ἐν το]- 

«-------.-.-. 33 —_______» 
ts ἐδάφ - τοῖς-------- - - ὧι γ: Bop: ----------- | 
᾿Αμφιτροίπ: voto:.............. ἯΙ tadatrn anand ἢρ]- 
γάζε: πρὸϊς ἡλίου.......«ννννν νι ἘΣ ΣΑΙ ee ee ov7:] 

55 Kopovtdns[..........006- oe eee ἀπεγράψατο] 
μέταλλον πα[λαιὸν ἀνασάξι:............ ΜΉΝ ] 

eee > 
ὧι y: Bop: Kel SSeS eee voto: -----~------ i 
ένους πρὸς ἡϊλίου Gviov:............ ὌΝ δυ]- 
owe: ᾿ἸΑντισθέϊν. .....Ὁννννννς ΣΝ πε, ἀὐη κα σεῖς ] 

60 Φανόθεος Λυσίι]πί...... ΤΣ καρ ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ἐργά]- 

OH ..-..ό---΄ Ὁ -. 
σιμ: ἐκ τῆς στήληϊ!ς τῆς ἐπὶ —-------- ἄρχο: ---------- "Al - 
«-. τ Ὁ --ςς--ςς- > 
μφιτροτπ: ὧι y: Bo lp: —-------- voto: ---------- 
ous ἐδάφη πρὸς ἡλίίου aviov:......... τοὶ ρλδα οἶ δυομέ:] 
ἡ δδὸς ἡ Βήσαζε φέρ[ου: OvN:..........-. 25. οφνννννννον ] 

65 Εὐθυκράτης ᾿Αντιδίότου Κρωπί: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ἐργά]- 
σιμον Θεοδόσιον ᾿Αἰμφιτροτ: ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ... .1...] 
ἄρχο: ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφ[εσιν rots....... Be Dacca ὧι y: βορρ]- 

α[:] ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ Βήσαζε elpou:............. ἜΝ ΘΜ ] 
Φιλόφρων Πεῖρ; ὦνη: «εὐ ντονν ἐν ρενυς ee seasiiens ον τ, ] 

70 Θορικοῖ Φείδιπποίς Φαύλλου Πιθ: ἀπεγράψ: μέταλλον avac]- 

ἀξι[:] ᾿Αρτεμισιακ: ἐΐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς..... 15... ὧι γι] 


120 


Col. I 

δ΄ 757. 3εῖ 
ΠΕ 
[----] 
[--=-] 
[-- --ὶ 
go[.. 45.. 
Geos 
eee 
oe 


I]. POLETAI RECORDS 


Bop: ΦΙ[ε]ι[δίππου ἐ]ργ[αστήριον ...... “ἦς ..... πρὸς ἡλίου] 
41 
] 


lacuna 


Col. II 
lacuna 
PETIGNNOUs, οὐ hares Lyon ease own eRe ἐκ] 


JO τῆς στή] λης τῆς ἐπὶ -------- ἀῤχὸ! sHaeSSe—s 
nAny ἔχοϊν.....««ὐνννος Ὄπ τ are ὁ] 


λόφος ὠνη: Καλλικί.. .... ΦΈΡ ] 
Πειραι: ἀπεγράψ: μ[έταλλον Θορικ: παλαιὸν ἀνασάξ: ᾿Αρτε]- 
90 μισιακ: στήλ: ἔχον [ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς .... ““... ὧι γι] 
2 


HP: Κλειτοφῶν Kael... .5.. ἀπεγράψ: μέταλλον παλαιὸν ἀν]- 
ασάξι: Θορικ: Ποσε[ιδονιακ]: ἐν [το] [ς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς.. 6] 


δότου οἷς y: Bop: ἐρ[γαστήρ]ι: Κη[φ]ισοδ[ότου. .... ΕΝ αν ] 
95 vor: Κηφισόδοτος Συ[βρι:] ὠνη: “Ikerns ᾿Ελί...... Εν τειν τὸ ] 
“Ἱεροκλῆς Φηγαι: ἀπ[εγράψ: Θορικ: μέταλλίον. .... ne ] 


παλαι: ἀνασάξ: ᾿Απολ[λο]νιακ: καὶ ἐπικατατ[ομὴν ὧι y: Bop: 7] 
ὁδὸς ἡ ἐκ Θορικ: ἐπὶ Λ[α]ύρειον φέρου: vor: ἐδ[άφ: τοῖς Λυσι]- 
[θείδο]υ παίδων καὶ πἰρ]ὸς ἡλίο ἀνι: καὶ δυο: OKI[. . δ΄ ὠνη! 
100 [Εὐδράω]ν Εὐδράονος Θορικ: F: Σμῖκρος Λαμπτρ: [ἀπεγράψ': μ]- 
[ἐταλλον: alvaca€: ᾿Αρτεμισιακ: στήλην ἔχον Θοίρικ: ἐν τοῖ]- 
[s ἐδάφεσι τοῖ]ς Σωφίλ[ο]υ ὧι y: Bop: ἐδάφ: Λυσιθε[ίδου παίδω]- 
[v.... ἡ δδὸς ἡ] Βήσηθ: [φ]έρου: ἐπὶ Θράσυμ: vor: ΝΙ. ...“.... 
ee ee ]Βήσαζίε]: ὠνη: Θέωρος Θεαίο Παλλη ... ὃ... 
105 [..... DE με Ἱμνήστο[υ ᾿ΑἸναφλυ: ἀπεγράψ: μέταλλον [. . Lae 


ea 11 σ]τήλην [ἔχ]ον καὶ ἐπικατατομὴν ἐν [τοῖς éage]- 
bebe. eedhe Ἱπρὸς ἡλίο [ἀ]νι{:.... 19... 

lacuna 

lacuna 
eee ree Paine AG ΡΠ σε τον 
[----------.... 9... .] TysoxAfs [(-------------------------- 

11 ee 7... OJeoSérov Me[At ----------------------- 

[Ses δι, ἀ νασίάζι O| asso 5 oS Ss ee 


a ee ἐν Tolts ἐδάφεσίι τοῖς --------------------- 
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[See πρὸς ἡ]λίου av[t: —----------------------- ] 
[----------...... eee JNOx[ ------------------------- 
lacuna 
lacuna 
d 115 [----- JOT[ ---------------- ] 
===> JOIl --------------- 
Shee JNA[ ------------------- ] 
[-ΞΞ ΞΞ JIK[ --------------- ] 
[--------- ΙΟυι!------------ς---- ] 
120 [------ ἸΩΦ] -------------- ] 
= [Ol Ξιριξαεξησιςει δ ειξειας: 
lacuna 


Line 2 [voro: ἐργαστήριον] Διοκλέους Crosby. Line 3 [ὠνη: Evéuxparns(?) Εὐθυ]κράτους Crosby. Lines 6-7 FAavx| [eros 
“Ὑπερείδου Κολλυτεύς] A. N. Oikonomides, ᾿Ὑπερείδου λόγοι, Athens 1958, p. 7, note 4. Line 14, lapis ΒΚΣΗΣΙ. Line 21 [Bop: 
Φιλοκρ()]ά[τ]ης Crosby. Line 29 [στήλην ἔχον Βήσησι(9)]ν Crosby. Line 37 [ὠνη: Λ(θ)])υσικλῆς Crosby. Lines 57-58 [voro: 
ἐδάφη ᾿᾽Αντισθ])] ἔνους Crosby. Line 60 Λυσ[[]π[που Παιανιεύς] Crosby. Line 61 [τῆς ἐπὶ Θεοφίλου() dpyo:] Crosby. Lines 62-63 
[’AvrioGev(?)]|ovs Crosby. Line 64 [ὠνη: Φανόθεος Λυσίππου Παιαν: HP'(?)] Crosby. Line 66 [τῆς ἐπὶ Θεοφίλου(9)] Crosby. 
Line 69 ὠνη: [Εὐθυκράτης ᾿Αντιδότου Κρωπίδης ..... ] Crosby. In line 93 the left vertical and part of the diagonal of the nu are 
preserved. The proposed restoration of line 97 gives one letter too many. Either one of the restored punctuations shared a stoichos 
with the preceding letter or else the article at the end of the line was omitted or inscribed in the column divider. 


For the date of fragment a, cf. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 257. The new piece of fragment 6 allows us to put it 
with a with some assurance. Crosby, working with only part of ὁ, placed it before 350 B.c. because of the predominance 
of masculine genitive endings in omicron and only one example of ov. The new piece gives several examples of the 
genitive diphthong and shows that the former data were fortuitous. Rather than being indicative of date, this variable 
orthography is no more than simple, abbreviated writing, a common feature not only in the poletai documents but in 
other inscriptions of the third quarter of the 4th century as well. For more on this, see L. L. Threatte, The Grammar of 
Attic Inscriptions, 1, Phonology, Berlin 1980, pp. 350-352. 


P28. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 2205) preserving a smooth back which was probably originally inscribed, 
found on November 19, 1934, in a modern house wall west of the north part of the Odeion (K 10). The stone has 
cuttings for re-use as a doorsill. 

H. 0.37 m.; W. 0.338 m.; Th. 0.108-0.11 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 260-263, no. 19, photograph pl. 92; SEG XXVIII, 129. 


a. 339/8 (?) a. ZTOIX. 47 
Col. I 
lacuna 
[ΠΣ εὐ εν τ OF stra Mitac: joy... 4¢... JILJEL..... Fe cade ing 
errr =e eae JO[. JEL. . JOL.. JOLJEL-JOf.. ©. J 
 -- ὠ]νηί:... Ἰιλοίς Χ]αριμήδου Μαιρ]αθ:... 3. . .] 


ΠΥ τ τὰ Jov “AAa{[tev]s εἰ[σ]ήνενκε μέταλλον [ἐ]ργάσ[ιμον] 
5 [ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆ)ς ἐπὶ Σωσιγένους ἄρ[χ]οντος ᾿Αρ[τεμ]ισι[ακὸν] 
[στήλην ἔχον Θορ]ικοῖ ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν rots Λυσιθείδου [Κι]- 
[κυν: ὧι yet: Bop]pa: Λυ[σι]θείδης Κικ[υ]ν: νοτό; ἡ 680s ἡ ἐπὶ [. .] 
[.. 6. . φέρουσα κ]αὶ Φε[ιδ]ίππου {Π]ιθε: ἐργαστ[ήρ]ιον avn: [. .] 


Ξ-᾿- το ες ov ᾿Α]λαι}: HR: Al... .Js Λυσιστράτου Φιλαί. .] 
10: Eyre toe ee ΤῊ ae ἄρχοντ]ος μέταλλον ἀπεγρ[ἀψ]- 

[ατο.....«τνν νίκος ὌΠ Τ |v ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσι[ν τ]- 

[ots........ ee ὧι yel: παντα]χόθεν παῖδες Εὐθυί.] 
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[xA€ovs Θημακ: ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ Σω]σιγένους ἄρχοντος 
15 [μέταλλον ... «ὃ... εἰσήνενκε)] Θορ[ικ]οῖ στήλην ἔχον Λαβια- 
[κὸν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσ]ι τοῖ[ς Gielen Nov Onpax{:] ὧι yet: Bopp[a] 


[ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐκ Θορικοῦ)] εἰς [...°.. lov φέρουσα νοτόθ: Aicyir[ns] 

[Θορίκι: avn: Διόδ]ωρο[ς Φερεκλ]έους Θημακ: HB: MAPONEI[.JN Col. II 

[μέταλλον ... «ὃ... Juul... ἀνασ]άξιμον τὸ ἄντρον στήληζν. od- Of ene 0 a ] 
20 [κἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς Σο]υνιάδου ὧι γεί: βορ[ρ]ᾶ: Βλυ [a eee eee ] 

=e 25 

an νοτόθ: —-----|A€ovs Οἰῆθ: χωρίον x]a[t] Φιλ ΠΟ τποτσσοννον 
rae rory: ee ee ὠν]η: Apwridns El... . . Ιου ᾿Α[φ]ιὸν [ -------~---------- ] 
[. .: μέταλλον ἀνασάξιμον στ]ήλην ἔχον Ασφαί..... Joly ἐν Μαρ- Ηἰ ....... ΠΝ ] 
[ωνείαι ἐν τοῖς ἐδαφεσω τοῖς Νικηράτου Kvd [av]: [ὧι γ]εί: πρ- ΔΗ] ages BPs tae ek ] 

25 [ὃς ἡλίου ἡ ἀνιόν:... “... |s κάμινος π[ρ]Ὁ[ς] ἡλίου [δυομ]: [ἡ] ὁδὸς ὧι γί. ..... il eee ] 
(ids cae φέρουσα Bolpp: Νικήρατος Κυδ[α]ντίί]: [νοτ]ό: Ac PO} cosas Sea ee eee ] 

ε«--- ..-.--ς. 2 ----͵-οαία. 

-- ---- --- wvn: ------ [᾿Αντιγένους Κεφ [αλῆθ]:....1: Ἀπο ΟΛΙ..... hee aes 
[πος mates τοις της ἀπ]εγράψατο μέταλλον Εἰ. .]ασί... 1Ω1 ΠΣ σον δ δὴ τ νος δὲ ] 
ΠΥ Εν πόσο ὡς στὴλην] ἔχον ὧι [yet]: Bo[ppa:] ἢ [χ]αραδ- ΝΕΙ τος: Ἐκ νας tiie πὲ ] 

30 [pan......... ΔΎ Tre ] mpos ἡλίου ae K[...3 2.4 > 2] 10.. cind aetna ] 
<_____. 24 ____» 
[ ------ ὠνη: ------ j kparov ᾿Αμφιτροπί... .“.... ] 
ΒΕ rere ΕΝ μ]έταλλον ἀπεγρ[ἀψατ]ο |... .. ] 


Ἀν ΠΡ JO}. ] στήλην ἔχον ἐν rot[s ἐδά]- 

[φεσιν τοῖς... .5.. ὧι yet Bopp: τὸ ᾿Αφ]ροδισια[κ]ὸν [μέ]τα[λλο]- 
35: 1» ϑόγόθ᾽ οὐν νιν Ce etter ule, ] πρὸς ἡλίου ἀν[ιόν]: [. . .] 

"δὰ τι ἀρνὶ ee ae ee ere Ἰδιον Διονυσοδώρου [. .] 


aes ὠνη: μένος "re ἐξ Οἰου: HP: [. . .] 


ΜΕ eaeerees: ie ee ee μέταλλον] ἀπεγράψατο παϊλαι]- 

[ὃν ἀνασάξιμον.......... Le eee JO[.JEQL.JYL. .JNI[. . J 
BO). We - ὡς ΣΎΡΗ ΙΣ[ἸΟΡΤΙ... ὃ... 

[πε τετ τ οτν aot Saha τονεν ας τον λέ τι ΟΣ eee eres 


Lines 12-13 [παίδων Εὐθυκράτους ὧι yei: παντα]χόθεν παῖδες EvOv[x]|[parovs] Crosby. Line 17 εἰς [Πάνορμ()]ον Crosby. 
Line 19, /apis STHAHE. Line 22 ‘E[ppiaa(?)Jov Crosby. Line 26 [ἡ ἐπὶ Σούνιον φέρουσα) Crosby. Line 31 [ὠνη: EvOuxparns(?) 
Ev@v]xparov Crosby. 

For the end of line 18 Crosby suggests a simple locative Mapwveta(t), while Eliot (Coastal Demes, p. 85) would read 
(ἐν) Mapwveiact). I do not see the second alpha on the stone. At the end of line 20 Crosby read Παὺ for the beginning 
of the name, while I read BAv. A nick has chipped away the central part of the beta, but both loops are clearly visible. 
The letter following is triangular, but no crossbar is visible. In line 23 the preserved letters of the name of the mine are 
somewhat chipped, and the strokes are filled with deposit, but they are reasonably clear. In lines 28-29 Crosby’s 
reading ᾿ Ερ[μ]α[ικὸν ἀ]ν [[ασάἀξιμον] is impossible. The epsilon and alpha are certain, but so is a sigma after the latter. 
I do not see Crosby’s rho. The final letter space of line 28 is inscribed not with a nu but an omega and an iota. 

The date is probably 339/8 as argued by Crosby. Her restorations in lines 9-10 in that case are quite possible: 
Φιλαί[(δ][ης ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπ’ ᾿Αρχίου dpyovr los. We cannot be certain, however, that the demotic was written 
out in full and not abbreviated. If the latter, then an archon’s name with eight letters (initial consonant) or nine letters 
(initial vowel) would be possible. 


P29. Three fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele. Fragment a (I 631 a+ 939), broken all around, is 
composed of three joining pieces, one of which was found on April 18, 1935, in late fill south of the Tholos (G 12), one 
on March 31, 1933, in the foundations of a modern house east of the Tholos (I 11), and one on June 6, 1933, in a 
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marble dump in the area of the west end of the Middle Stoa. Fragment 6 (I 686), broken all around, was found on April 
19, 1933, beside the same modern foundation as part of fragment a (I 11). 


a: H. 0.251 m.; W. 0.344m.; Th. 0.088 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m. 

b: H. 0.246 m.; W. 0.128 m.; Th. 0.087 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 263-267, no. 20, photographs pl. 93; SEG XXVIII, 130. 


ca. a. 340/39 a. | XL TOIX. 47 
Col. II. 
lacuna 
a Crary: Te JOE[.......... ἘΣ κα eee eee 
ΤΣ ΤΟ ] ᾿Αρτεμισιακ[ὃν........ DT δισε τς ἐν] 


[τοῖς ἐδά]φ[εσιν τοῖς] Καλλαίσχῴργου [Σιφνι: ὧι yet: βορρᾶ: .. .] 
are |: νοτ[όθ: Στη]σιληίδου ἐργασ[τήριον ἡλίου ἀνιόν: Στ]- 

5. [ησιλ]ηίδου χ[ωρίον] ἡλίου δυομέ: ᾿Επιί...... eee ὠνη: Λ]- 
[εὐκ]ιος Θεοκ[λέου]ς Σουν[ι]: HH: Θαλινοί........ Me ροφαν ] 
[me]radAov ἀπε[γρ]άψατο [ἐρ]γάσιμον ἐκ τῆς σ[τήλης THs ew... .] 
vAov ᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν ἐν [Νάπ]ηι ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε[σιν τοῖς... 6.1} 


ὧι γεί: βορρᾶ: μέταλλ[ον ᾿Α]Ἱρτεμισιακὸν ὃ ἐργάζεται... .. ] 

Col. I 10 ιων νοτόθ: ἡ χαράδρα [ἡ ἀπὸ] Νάπης ῥέουσα καὶ τὸ ἐργαστήριο]- 
[.. Ὁ. Ὁ ν τὸ ᾿Επικράτους πρὸς [ἡλίου] ἀνιόν: τὰ χωρία ra[.... 3.... κ]- 
[.. 4. Jo αἱ ἡ οἰκία δυομένου ἐϊργαστ]ήριον ὠνη: Θουτιμ[ίδης Pavior] 

[.. 35. 1ΔΛ Σουνι: HB: Θορικοῖ [...7... Πμηι ἀνασάξιμον O[....9.... σ]- 

[.. 46. JM τήλην ἔχον ὧι γεί: Bloppa: ἡ δ)]δὸς ἡ εἰς Θορικὸ[ν νοτόθ: ἡ δδὸ]- 

[.. 4. JIT 15 ςἡ εἰς τὸ Διονύσιον φ[έρουσα π]ρὸς ἡλίου ἀνι[όν:....3.... 
πρὸς ἡλίου δυο: το[.]ωί..... ὠνη: Κη]φισοφῶν [..... 10 |. Φρ]- 


eappt: HSA: Εὐδράων [Edvdpaovos Θορίκι: ἀπεγράψατο pera]- 
AAov Θορικοῖ ‘Hparxo[y ὧι yel: βορρᾶ: ἡ ὁδὸς 7... .. Pet ] 


—_———_—_—_—_ 27 ——___—_» 


φέρου: voto: Εὐδράο] vos-----~ avn: ------ 
20 ovs Εὐωνυ: HH: Xap[..... it ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ᾿Αρτ]- 
[εἱμισιακὸν ἀνασάξι[μ]ο[ν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τοῖς... .. ὁ“... ] 
[. Jus Γαργηττί: ὧι γεί[: Boppa:.......... Ce ieee ] 
[. ..]s ᾿Ελευσί: πρὸς ἡλί[ου dviov:.......... Shige ses ] 
[. . 5Juopevov μέϊταϊ]λλ: ὃ [€pyacerar......... ΝῊ ὠ]- 
25 [νη:] Φείδιππος DavAAolv Πιθε:...........Ψ oF eases ] 
[....Juov "Apreptocax[ov.......... ce eee ] 
[....a]rparouvTap[ynrri:........ ΟΣ ] 
[.... Φ]είδιππος [tOe:... 0.0.0... Baked tes Sorento et ] 
eee ] mpos NAlo[v..........0.. ee ne eR ] 
30 [...7.. Js 7 eer Seana es ] 
lessee sxe ΤΑ 5 cn ecentrare-ayensnortcde οἵ Le Te eee 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b ΒΞ ΤΣ WOO) 2324 ea ea ] 
[-----... 6 | ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε]σιν roils —--------------------~--- 
[---~~........ ree ]xapadp[a --------------~----~--- ] 
35: Se eeeres keds 1 τά τος Ἰε ον Al, 0] sessed ] 


[---~~....... Pocnakbe }: PHHH: ἩΓ -----~-----~----~---~--- 
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ΞΕ δ᾽ ἀπεγρά)ψατο [μ]έτ[αλλον ------------------.-- ] 
(-----...... Pd ade ] ‘Eppa{a}i[xJo[y ----------------------- ] 
ΞΕ. ey Ἰιδων στήλην [ἔχον ὧι γεί: βορρᾶ: ---------- 
40 [----- . νοτόθ: ἡ ὁδὸς] ἡ ἐπὶ Λαύρειο[ν φέρου: ------- -- ----------- ] 
ἘΞ ΞΕ 6 ὠνη: Ἅγνων Θρασίππου [--------------------- ] 
eer 9... Je: μέταλλον ἀπεγρ[άψατο ------------------- 
[-----... ae ἐμ] Φιλομηλιδῶν στήληϊ[ν ἔχον ὧι yet: βορρᾶ: ------- } 
[aes 7 | Ἱρδαμηττὺς vord6: E[------------------------- ] 
"δ σὺν. 8 Joy Ξενοστράτου HA[tov ---------- ὠνήη: ------- ] 
[-----.... δ 1] Χάρητος Θορικι: H[ ------------------------ ] 
ΞΕ 6 μέτ]αλλον ἀπεγράψατίο----------------------.- ] 
ΞΕ 10. Πιακὸν ἐν τοῖς ἐϊδάφεσιν rots ----------------- ] 
Ease M1 | Ju Σμικύθου @olpix ----------------------- 
50. {πρϑϑξοξε το εἰν τα Ιου ἄγουσα ανί ------------------------- ] 
ΞΕ eee |v καὶ ἡ xapadspla—--------- @vn:---------- ] 
[-----..... ee Jos Κυδιάδου [----- ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ----] 
aaa 6. παλαι]ὸν ἀνασάξιμ[ον ------------------------ ] 
ΞΡ ΞΟ ΝΣ 10. ἡ] ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς ΘΙ ορικὸν —---- φέρουσα --------- ] 
Oot (eee aa, peéra]Adov ὃ Κυ[διάδης ἐργάζεται --------------- ] 
See 5 a ne Ἰθένης A[ ---------------------------- ] 
Ps eats 13 ||. ΠΗ͂ΙΣ Εὖ ---------------------------- 
[amen i ase. Easy: JOl[ ------------------------------ 
lacuna 


Line 3, lapis KAAAIZXOY. Line 5 ᾽᾿Επι[κράτους χωρίον] Crosby. Line 6 Oadwol[t Θουτιμίδης Σουνι:] Crosby; for objections to 
this restoration, see Eliot, Coastal Demes, p. 88. Line 11 χωρία τὰ [Τελέσωνος (?)] Crosby. Lines 19-20 ἰὠνη: ᾿Επικράτης 
᾿Ισοκράτ][ους Crosby. Lines 26-27 [ὃν στήλην ἔχον ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν rots]|[Pavoo(?)|rparov Taplynrri: ὧι yet: βορρᾶ: 
Λυσιθείδης Kix: (?)] Crosby. Line 39 [ἐμ Φιλομηλ]ιδῶν Crosby; [--- -- πα]ίδων Eliot, Coastal Demes, pp. 94-95, note 67. Lines 
42-43 ἀπεγρ[άψατο παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον Θ] [[ορικοῖ ἐμ] Eliot, loc. cit. Lines 44-45 ἐργαστήριον (5)... 7. ἀνιόν: ἐ!! [ργαστή- 
pt(?)Jov Crosby. Line 48 ἐϊδάφεσιν τοῖς Νικίου] Crosby. Line 49 Θοίρικί: χωρίον νοτόθ: 7) ἀτραπὸς ἡ] Crosby. 

The date depends on Crosby’s reading and restoration of lines 7-8 [ἐπ᾿ EvBo]|vAov and acceptance of her argument 
that this was the renewal of a seven-year lease. On the other hand, Hopper (BSA 48, 1953, p. 215) suggests [ἐπὶ 
Θεοφ] [(λου and a three-year lease, so a date of 345/4. Alternatively, if Crosby’s reading is correct, but the length of 
lease was three and not seven years, then the date would be 342/1. The first letter of line 8 preserves only the lower part 
of a central vertical hasta, and so both readings are epigraphically possible. Crosby’s has the better chance of being 
correct because it gives a normal length of 47 letters for line 7, while Hopper’s gives one letter too many. 


P30. Three non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele. Fragment a (I 3983 + 6030) is composed 
of two joining fragments which were found on April 7, 1936, and July 1, 1947, both in a marble dump west of the 
Odeion. Fragment ὁ (I 3806) was found on March 19, 1936, in a modern context north of the Odeion (M 8). Both 
fragments preserve a rough-picked back surface but are otherwise broken on all sides. 


a: H. 0.217 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

ὁ: H. 0.085 m.; W. 0.132 m.; Th. 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.004 τη. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 267-269, no. 21, photograph pls. 93, 94. 


ca. a. 340/39 a. XS TOIX. 42 


lacuna 
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ἢ δι adeno nee Sanne oaks ] 
ΠῚ eed call nants eat eo aaa Sled 
5 Lets ose lleng, cecal Gell ΤΌΝ ἫΝ ἜΦΥ Ἢ ] 

τ ἢ mcatectitotene oe cmos π ΩΣ ] 
ΤΥ ΠΥ ἘΠ ταν ceadseae a ee 
ΑΕ ee 0) 2 eee rere eee OF ete teadcewees 
σι edie teecene’ ΒΥ de eee 

10: eet oO OY alls teesas: ΣΕ ve edie 
[πότος ΠΤ ἐϑὸς ΑΓ ΣΙ ον cave ΤΥ ἜΚκΦ]- 
[αντίδη]ς Θεο[δώρ]ο[υ] Δεκελείε: μέταλλον ἀπεγράψατο π]- 
[αλαιὸν] ἀν[α]σάξι Π[λ]ουτ[ω]ν[ιακὸν.......... One 
[... ἐν τ]οῖς ἐδάφε[ σ]ιν [τ]ο[ς] "Ea[......... εν ἐν σα ] 

15 [χαράδρ]α ἡ εἰς ᾿Ανά[φ]λυ[στο]ν φ[έρου]σα ν[οτόθ:... 8. . | 
[.. ©. Ins καλούμ[ε]: πρ[ὸς ἡλίου ἀ]νιό[:] Εἰ... .. ene ] 
πὴ ὠ]νη: ᾿Εκφαν[τί]δη[ς Θεοδώρ]ου Δεκελίεε:.. ἢ 
[.. δι. ἡεοκλέους [.. JE[.. μέταλ]λον ἀπεγ[ράψατο... .] 


[... παλ]αιὸν ἀνασ[ζάξιμον στή]λη[ν] ἔχον Εὐδώϊτειον ἐν τ]- 


20 [οἷς ἐδά]φεσιν τοῖς... .. oer ] ὧι γεί[τ]: πρ[ὸς ἡλίου] 
[ἀνιόν:] καὶ νοτόθ]:.... 8... )φ[.Ἰια: πρὸς [ἡλίου δυομ:] 
[καὶ βορ]ρᾶ: ᾿Αντισ[θένους ........... ᾿ΕΝ ] 
ΠΡ JeoxA€ous[..........005. ΤΣ auras lot ele ] 
ΠΣ |: ἀπεγράψατο... ....-.... ee eee 
1a a | | ee Ee SR eee eae 
lacuna 
Col. I Col. II 
lacuna 
ΠΡ Ύ a ee σ]- 
b [....38.. JONI. -JE[.] τήληϊν EXOV Pee eee 
[....3£...] λευσίν: 62 lide ἐς eas δος saan dear ateaeiars ἐρ]- 
πο Ἰιον: Ne γαστήριον. ..... a ne πρώτως πρὸς] 
30: ede κι νῖς ls Ἄχαρ ἡλίοζυ......... Deacon ere ne ener τ, 
Pe eee ae E[.} μοκρ[....« «νος OO a teeta eek ese a tre 
osc eee ΙΟ pol... eee ee eee eres: 
lacuna 


Line 14 ᾿Επ[ιζήλου (?)] Crosby. Line 20 rot[s ᾿Αντισθένους (?)] Crosby. Line 22 ᾿Αντισ[θένους Κυθηρρ: ἐδάφη ὠνη:] Crosby. 

In line 13 the second preserved letter consists of two vertical strokes, while the fourth is only a right-hand diagonal. 
With the former letter read as nu and the latter as alpha, ἀνασάξι is likely, even though there is no punctuation 
following and six lines below the word is written out in full. Yet the reading of the xi, which is clear on the stone, 
clinches the word and allows sense to be made of the following letters as the name of a mine, Ploutoniakon. Crosby 
(Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 248) argued for this mine name in P26, lines 162-163, and the new reading here goes some way 
towards confirming her conjecture. 


P31. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5511), broken on all sides and at the back, found on May 16, 1938, in a late 
Hellenistic context in the area of the propylon of the Tholos (G 12). 


H. 0.076 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.018 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 254, no. 17, photograph pl. 93. 
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ca. a. 340/39 a. XL TOIX. 
Col. I Col. II 
lacuna 
GS |e aaa eeays ea ee 
[-------~------- ]K δουσα A[ ------~----------------- ] 
[-------------- JIA ἐδοξὲν [--------------------- ἐνεπί]- 
[-----~----~-- vloro σκημμα[------------------------- ] 
5 [------------ ΙΝΑΠ nwaro Ε------------------------ ] 
ΞΞΞΟΞΕΕΣΕ ΞΕ Ὁ Ἰφειλ piwet τῶ ------~------------~----- ] 
lacuna 


P32. Two non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble probably from the same stele. Fragment a (I 6354), preserving 
the original right side, was found on May 10, 1951, in disturbed fill just west of the altar of Zeus (J 10). Fragment ὁ 
(I 6016), broken on all sides, was found on June 18, 1947, in the pillaged wall trench for the retaining wall of the 


Middle Stoa (I 12). 
a: H. 0.182 m.; W. 0.104 m.; Th. 0.063 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 
b: H. 0.042 m.; W. 0.044 m.; Th. 0.01 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 


a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. a: M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 15-18, no. S6, photograph pl. 1; SEG XVI, 127; δ: M. Crosby, Hesperia 


19, 1950, p. 275, no. 27, photograph pl. 95. 


ca. a. 335/4 a. 
a 
5 
10 
15 
20 
b 


ΣΤΟΙΧ. 


lacuna 


[ἰκὸν ---------------- --ς--------- ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν τ]οῖς Λεωχά- 
[ρους ----------------------~------------- ὧι γεί: πρὸς ἡλίου] ἀνιόντος: 
[ -------------------------------------------- τὸ ᾿Η]ρῶιον dvopev- 
[ου: -------------------------------------------- ἱκεσα εἰς τὴν ἀγ- 
[ορὰν ---------------.-.-------.------------ νοτό]θ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς ἀγ- 
[opay ----------------------------------- βορρᾶ:] Λεωχάρης Aco 
[ -------------------------------------- ἐκ] Kepa: PHHHH: Ἂν 
[ ----------------------------------- μέταλλον] ἀπεγράψατο ἐκ 
[ -------------------------------------------- lus πραθέντων 
[ ------------------------------------------------- Ἰάτης Evovup 
[ ------------------------------------------------- Ιχον ὃ ἠργάζ- 
[ero --------------------------------------------- |r: ᾿ἈΑντικρ- 
[arns ---------------------------------------- ᾿Α]ντιφῶντος 
[ ------------------------------------------------ Ιν Φυλακ 


lacuna 


lacuna 


lacuna 
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Line 1 [Mv ope: vel [Ppea]pp:. Line 5 ἐργαστήριον Λεωχάρους καὶ τὸ ‘H] Crosby. Lines 7-8 [ορὰν τὴν Βησαιῶν φέρουσα 
νοτό]θ ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς ἀγορὰν τὴν Βησαιῶν φέρουσα Boppa:] Crosby. Lines 8-9 Λεοχάρης Λέοϊ[ντος (?) Kompet:] Crosby. Lines 
10-11 ἐκ [τῶν μετάλλων τῶν ent... 9.... Jus Crosby. Lines 12-13 [8 ᾽᾿Επι(ϑ)κρ]άτης Εὐωνυμ [[ἀπεγράψατο (?) ὧι yet: Bop:] 
Crosby. 


Crosby thought it possible that P21, P22, and fragment a of P32 belonged to the same stele, especially because of 
their common use of the unabbreviated form ἀνιόντος. This is not a safe conclusion, however, since the word is entirely 
restored in P21 and P22. There are no certain abbreviations in P21 and P22, while fragment a of P32 does make use of 
them. Despite other similarities, in marble and lettering, these fragments are therefore kept separate. 


P33. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 2000), broken on all sides, found in 1934 in a marble pile in the southwest part 
of the Agora Square. 


H. 0.105 m.; W. 0.204 m.; Th. 0.091 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 274-275, no. 26, photograph pl. 96. 


ca. a. 330/29 (?) a. XTOIX. 

lacuna 

[-----..... eee eee. ἜΠΟΣ ΚΟ eh εἰπὸν τὰν ]: Διότι[μος ----------------- ] 

ΞΞΞ--ο-Ἤ 11. ἀπεγράψατο μέ]ταλλον ἐπὶ [------------------- ] 

[aac tea τι τεῦξε, τὲ ] ᾿Αφροδισι]α[κὸν ὧι yet: βορρ:------------------ ] 

[—----........ re |: νοτόθ: Opal ]v[ ---------------------- ] 

ΟΝ ἘΠ - πρὺς ἡλίου ἀνιό]ν: ΔΙίιο]τίμο[υ] ἐϊργα]στ[ήριον —---------~---- ] 

[ase ne Jos ᾿Αλωπίεκ]ῆ: ὠνη: Δίιό]τίιμος ---------------- ] 

[-----..... ed Ae Φείδων Λ[υ]σ[ίο]υ Αἰξω[νε: ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον —-] 

ΒΕ saw ase ] ἐν τοῖς ἐδίάφεσιν τοῖς ----- ---.--------- ] 

[-----...... ἐ: αὐτῶν ὧι yet]: Bopp: ἡ δδίὸς ἡ -------------------- ] 

ae βθιξοι ς κρονυΣ Pe Soe otrdes TAN (4 JO) ot ete 

(ee Sadness a ee μ]έταλίλον ------------------------ ] 
lacuna 


Lines 1-2 Διότι[μος Διοπείθο)  [υς Edw:] Crosby. Lines 6-7 Δίιό]τίιμος ΕἸ] [ὑω: AA:] Crosby. 


P34. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4967), preserving part of the original left side and smooth back, found on June 
11, 1937, in a late Roman wall northeast of the Odeion (N 7). 


H. 0.189 m.; W. 0.19 m.; Th. 0.07 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.007 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 275-277, no. 28, photograph pl. 95; SEG XXVIII, 133. 


ca. a. 330/29 (?) a. ETOIX. 
lacuna 
[. . Ἐπ]αμείνον[ος] τοί -------------------------------- ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ] 
[eis] Θορικὸν φέρουσί[α ----------------.. - ---- ------------- ] 
[. . .] Θορικίου πρὸς ἡϊλίου ----------------.--------------.----- ] 
[. . ὕ]δατος ἐξαγωγηί --------------------------------------- ] 
5. [τοῦ Αἰσχυλίδου Ool[p)ixifov —------------------------------ κα]- 
[νοτούμία ἣν ἐργάζεται [ --------~------------------------ Ἔπ]- 
αμείνονος Θορικίου dv[ -------------------------~------------ ] 
ς Περγασῆθεν ἀπεγρ[άψατο μέταλλον ------------------------ πα]- 
iswv τῶν Διοτίμου Op[taciov ------------------------------- φέ]- 
10 ρουσα ν[ο]τόθεν κα[ιν]ο[τομία ---------------------------------- - ] 
κίου καὶ τὰ ἐδάφη [τ]ῶν | -------------------- -------- ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἐπ]- 
t Λαύρε[ιο]ν φέρο[υσ]α | --------------------~---------------- ] 
lacuna 


Lines 8-9 [ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφεσιν rots πα] ἰδων Crosby. 
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P35. Two non-joining fragments of Pentelic marble probably from the same stele. Fragment a (I 4944 a) is composed of 
two joining pieces which preserve part of the original right side and bottom; fragment b (I 4944 b) is broken on all sides. 
Both fragments were found on June 9, 1937, in a disturbed context southeast of the Tholos (G 12). 


a: H. 0.097 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.037 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

b: H. 0.05 m.; W. 0.078 m.; Th. 0.011 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a square checker of 0.006 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 277-278, no. 29, photograph pl. 96; SEG XXVIII, 134. 


ca. a. 330/29 (?) a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 
lacuna 
a [----------------------------------------------------- JEI[. . .] 
Seale eee ee ee ee eee μέταλλ]ον απε- 
[γράψατο ------------------------------------------ ] ᾿Α[ρτ]εμισι- 
[ἀκ Ὁ 3 ξξξυξειθυν υβϑθε θα βόςεβενιαυξο eS See Λυσιθείδου π]αίδων Kix?- 
5: ieee aaa ee Se Ju ἐπὶ Λαύρειῦ- 
lop See ee ee ee lv Βήσαίζ]ε pép’- 
[δύ δ =a545454S0 8 a So Se ρος ρορ ενο πριθεςι ει σον ἐς τῶν] Λυσιθείδουν 
[πᾶιδὼν Kexvy: ------------------------------------ Σ]υβρίδου xwp?- 
lorsasasSesecs ὦνη —------------- JAA vacat 
vacat 
lacuna 
b 10 [---------------..... ] Θορίκι: | ------------------------------- ] 
[S$36eo5-2555-55 παΪλαιὸν avalodgiov ----------------------- 
aa ee ] “Eppasxov Εἰ ----~------------------------ 
[--------------- Tots ®pe[ -—------------------------------ | 
lacuna 


Crosby believed that lines 2-8 recorded the lease of the same Artemisiakon at Thorikos as P27, lines 100-104 and 
P28, lines 4-9, and she restored the present text accordingly: 
[---------- μέταλλ]ον ἀπε- 
[γράψατο παλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον Θορικοῖ] ᾿Α[ρτ]εμισι- 
[ακὸν ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε: τοῖς Λυσιθείδου π]αίδων Kix’- 
[υν: ὧι γεί: βορρᾶ: ἡ δδὸς ἡ ἐκ Θορικο]ῦ ἐπὶ Λαύρειῦ- 
[ον φέρουσα νοτόθ: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἐκ Θορικο]ῦ Βήσαϊίζ]ε φέρ"- 
[ουσα πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνιόν: τὰ ἐδάφη τῶν] Λυσιθείδουν 
[παίδων Κικυν: ἡλίου δυο: . . . fs .Σ]υβρίδου ywp?- 
[tov ὠνη: —----------- ] vacat 


Crosby assigned this inscription to the years around 330/29 because of the mention of the children of Lysitheides of 
Kikynna, who she believed died ca. 335 (cf. Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 220). For objections to this, see Hopper, BSA 48, 
1953, p. 215, note 113, and Davies, Athenian Propertied Families, p. 357. A date around 330 might still be possible for 
the inscription if Lysikrates is excluded from the group of Lysitheides’ children to which the inscription refers. 


P36. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4783), broken on all sides, found on May 5, 1937, in a late Roman disturbance 
of a Classical floor west of the Tholos (H 11). 

H. 0.04 m.; W. 0.098 m.; Th. 0.01 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.006 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.007 m. 

Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 278, no. 30, photograph pl. 96. 
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ca. a. 330/29 a. XTOIX. 
vacat 
ΞΞΞΞΞΥ ΤΣ sont ᾿ΑἸφ[ι]δναι[ —----------------------------- ] 
ee ΝΥ Ὁ ee lots wb yell 2 Sees ee ee eee 
eae 7. 1 βορρᾶ ᾿Ανδροκλέϊους --------------------------- ] 
[Ξ-Ξξϑεὶ 18.5 ἠο δυομένου τὸ ῥά] =++<eeseeeee— aoe ee ενώ ως ] 
5 [-----..2... vy voro6[-------------------------------------+- ] 
lacuna 


P37. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 680), broken on all sides, found on April 11, 1933, in a Roman context in the 
Great Drain, east of the Tholos (I 11). 


H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.097 m.; Th. 0.043 m.; L.H. 0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.014 m. and a 
vertical checker of 0.013 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 279, no. 31, photograph pl. 96. 


ca. a. 320/19 a. XTOIX. 

lacuna 

[----------. 0... Pe aeaoeee: JO[ ------------------------- ] 

[2.3.8 a δεν τ καὶ 10. ἐπὶ Θρα]σύμαιι------------.-........... ] 

are ΎΨΝ ἀπ]εγράψίατο ---------- -.-.:-ς-.-ὄ..ὄ...ὄ - ] 

eae i. ἐν rolis ἐδά[φεσιν rots ------------------ ] 

a eee eee 1 κυ άϑα σα ξυμ δ}. ΕΞ Ξε δι: oe ες 5.5: 5. σι ρισε: ] 

=== . ὧι yel: πρὸς HAL; ἀ]νιό; Moo[| ---------------------- ] 

eee 11. πρὸς HAL; dv[o; ----------------------- ] 

[eee ΗΝ ΚΟΤΕ ]ον vord|: ee eee eee eee ee eee ] 

[----------...... ΤῸ bitte Jy Bop; ΔΙ ------------------------ 

10 [----------...... ae πιεῖ I: ὠνῇ; Εμί ------------------------ ] 

ae ΝΥΝ ΤΡ ὙΌΣ VN i psa 

Pe teae ets. ΕΝ eee | AibeAe (See 5 τις Sate 
lacuna 


Crosby suggested the date, based on the resemblance of letter forms to those in inscriptions dating to around 320. 


P38. Two non-joining fragments of white marble probably from the same stele. Fragment a was removed from Greece 
by Lord Elgin and taken to England where it is now housed in the British Museum. Fragment ὦ, said to have been 
found in the northern part of Athens, is now in the Berlin Museum. Both fragments preserve the original left side but 
are otherwise broken all around. 


a: H. 0.275 m.; W. 0.275 m. 
δ: H. 0.22 m.; W. 0.22 m.; Th. 0.078 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 


Fd. a: F. Osann, Sylloge inscriptionum antiquarum graecarum et latinarum I, Jena 1822, p. 105, no. 31; A. Boeckh, 
CIG I, 162; E. L. Hicks, The Collection of Ancient Greek Inscriptions in the British Museum 1, Oxford 1874, 
pp. 98-101, no. 36; U. Koehler, /G IT, 780; J. Kirchner, JG II?, 1587. Cf. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 279-281, 
no. 32. δ: A. von Velsen, AZ 1854, cols. 463-466; U. Koehler, JG II, 781; J. Kirchner, JG II?, 1588. Cf. M. Crosby, 


loc. cit. 


ca. a. 320/19 a. NON-ZTOIX. 


130 II. POLETAI RECORDS 


imlapa τὸ Anpnrpianely 22s 255 eee eee εις 
γων καλούμενος: avn: ᾿Αγνόθεος [ ------------------------------ 


5 ᾿ἈΑφροδισιακόν: ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι: Ap[-------------------------- καινο]- 
τομίαν ᾿Αφρο(δι)σιακόν: ἐν τοῖς ἐδάφε[σιν τοῖς----------------.-.-.- πρὸς 


μενος δυομένου τὸ ἐργαστήριον τὸ ΔΙ --------------------------- ] 
[8] ἠργάζετο Τελεσικλῆς Καλλίου ᾿Αραφίήνιος ---------------.-.-.... ] 
Θορικοῖ: Δημητριακόν: ἡ χαράδρα καλουμέϊνη —-------------------- ] 
10 ἐπὶ τῆς ᾿Ερεχθηίδος δευτέρας πρυτανε[ίας ------------------------ ] 
τὸ Διφίλειον καλούμενον ὃ ἀπεγράψατο! ------------------------ ] 
ov: Καλλιμέδων Καλλικράτου Κολλ: ETIIO[ ---------------------- ] 
ἀνασάξιμα vacat 
[᾿ΑἸμφιτροπῆσιν ᾿Αθηναιικὸν Κόνων Kove|[vos--------------------- ] 
15 [᾿ΑἸθηναιικὸν καὶ συντομὰς ᾿Αμφιτροπῆϊσι------------------------ ] 
[. δ]δὸς: ἡλίου δυομένου ὁδὸς ἀνιόντίος ----------------------~------ ] 
[᾿Αρτ]εμισιακόν: Θορικοῖ Εὐφημίδης Κη[φισοδώρου ᾿Αθμο ἀπεγράψατο ---] 
[ἐν τοῖς] ἐδάφεσι τοῖς ᾿Επαμείνονος ΘΙορικίου ------ - - - ------.---.-.-.-..-. ] 


20 [.. “5.7 μέταλλο]ν παλαιὸν ἀνασάϊξιμον ------------------------- ] 


Ee σα. 12 ἡ δὸ]ὺς ἡ ἀπὸ] Λαυρε[ίου —------------------------ ] 
[πετσὶ COT ih τ ρος TOV NG ee eee 5.5 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b [. . caf : ἐν τοῖς ἐδ]άφεσ[ιν τοῖς ----- ὧι γείτων βορρᾶθεν SSS τς eae ] 


[Ἰερίσκειο[ν] νοτόθεν μέταλλον —------------------------------ ] 
25 [ςὠϊν: ᾿Επικύδης Φιλοκύδους ᾿Αἰχαρνυ ]εί: ------------------------ ] 


“Ἑρμαιικόν: ᾿Επικύδης Φίιλ]οκύδου[ς “Axapve: -------------- - ἀνασάξι]- 

μον στήλην ἔχον “ Ἑρμαιικὸν ἐν το[ῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς ------ -- -- - ὧι γείτων] 

βορρᾶ: κάμινος Δημοφίλου καὶ OYAN[ -------------------------- ] 

νοτόθεν: μέταλλον ᾿Αρτεμισιακ[ὸν ---- - ---------.-.-.---.-.-.-.-..- ov:] 

30 ᾿Επικύδης Φιλοκύδους ᾽Αχαρνε: H| ----------------------------- ] 

ἐπὶ Σουνίωι Ποσειδωνιακόν: Θεό[φιλος ------------------- μέταλλον] 

ἀνασάξιμον στήλην ἔχον Ποσε[ιδωνιακὸν ------------ ὧι γείτων βορρᾶ:] 

᾿Αρτεμισιακὸν νοτόθε: ὁδὸς ἀπὸ [---- - ἡλίου ἀνιόντος--------------- ] 

δυομένου μέταλλον: ὠνη: [Θε]όφιλος | ---------------------ς--.-.-.---- ] 

35 [Β]ησῴ(η)σι Λευ[κ]ίππειον Εὐμηλί(1δη[ς------- -- - - ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον] 

[ἀ]νασάξιμον στήλην ἔχον: [Λ]ε[υκίππειον------------------ ὧι γείτων] 

βορρᾶθεν: ἐδάφη Δρομοκί[λε]ίδοίυ ---------- -----------.-------- ἡλίου] 

ἀνιόντος ἐδάφη! ------------------------------------------ ] 

[Ed]unAténs Λυί —------------------------------------------ 

40 [ἐπὶ Σ]ουνίωι -----------------------------~--------------- 

lacuna 

Line 6, lapis APPOLIAKON. Line 7 τὸ Δ[ιφίλειον καλούμενον —--] Kirchner. Line 18 o[is γείτων] Kirchner; O[optxiov] 
Crosby. Line 23 [--- at γείτων βορρᾶθεν μέταλλον] Kirchner. Line 28 καὶ οὗ ἂν [μετέχηι κοινοῦ ---] Kirchner. Line 35, lapis 


[ἸΗΣΕΣΙ; EdpnAli]dy[s Avxivov LuBpid:] Kirchner. 
Crosby suggested a date of 320/19 for the inscription, while Hopper (BSA 47, 1953, p. 252, note 380) favors a 
slightly earlier date. Neither Crosby nor I examined either stone. 
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P39. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 6287), broken on all sides but possibly preserving part of the original rough- 
picked back, found on May 22, 1950, in a marble pile north of the Eleusinion. 


H. 0.17 m.; W. 0.30 m.; Th. 0.125 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.006 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 18-19, no. 57, photograph pl. 3; SEG XVI, 128. 


ca. a. 320/19 a. NON-ZITOIX. 


lacuna 


ΞΕ See Se See ἀνα]σάξιμον [-------------------------- ] 
ἘΞ ΞΞΞΞ sees τὸ ᾿Αρ]τέμιδος ἱερὸν ΧΥΪ ------------------- ] 


[------------------ Ἰκράτης ᾿Αμφικράτίους ------------------ ] 

δ: ἡ eee ᾿Αριστοκράτ]ου Τειθρά: ἀπεγράψατο μέτ]αίλλον --------- - ] 
ΞΡ  τευς- Ἰγῶνι καλουμένωι ὧ]ι yet Bopp: M[ ------------ ] 
(See eee “ΥἹποτραγὼν δυομένου Φιλοκράτί ------------- ] 
[---ὀνὴη ------- ᾿Αρι]στοκ[ρά]του Τειθράσιος" OY[ -------------- ] 

ΞΕ τ εν το" ἀνασά) ξιμον στήλην ἔχον Νυνφαικὸϊν ------------- ] 

10. | -eoeeS32e5 552-52 Ἰέου ἡλίου ἀνιόντος [--~--------~------ ] 
ΞΕ Ξε τ Ξσ τὰ ] ᾿Ελπίου ᾿Αναφλυί ------- - - ---.---- ] 

πὰ πππεπεπτπατπαπα ἸΙΣΙ ------------------------- ] 

lacuna 
Line 6 [------ἐν τῶι χωρίωι (?) τῶι ᾿ Ὑποτρα]γῶνι Woodhead. 


P40. Two fragments of Hymettian marble probably from the same stele. Fragment a (E.M. 7959), from the upper left 
corner, preserves part of the left side, the left half of the crowning pediment, and the rough-picked back surface. It was 
found west of the Tower of the Winds. Fragment ὁ (I 1723), broken on all sides, was found on March 30, 1934, in a 
late context in the Bouleuterion Plateia (F 11). 

a: H. 0.24 m.; W. 0.22 m.; Th. at top 0.067 m., at bottom 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 

δ: H. 0.19 m.; W. 0.074 m.; Th. 0.022 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 

a, b, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.009 m. and a vertical checker of 0.010-0.011 m. 

Ed. a: S. A. Koumanoudes, ᾿ΕΦ᾽ Αρχ 1890, col. 222; U. Koehler, JG II 5, 780 b; J. Kirchner, JG 112, 1589; 


M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 282-283, no. 34, photograph pl. 97. δ: M. Crosby, loc. cit. a and ὁ, cf. SEG 
XXVIII, 136. 


a. 307/64. ETOIX. 
a TlwAnrat ot ἐπὶ ᾿Αναξικρ[άτους ἄρχοντος -------~------~------~--- ] 
μέταλλα τάδε ἀπέδοντο [ἐπὶ τῆς —------------------------------ ] 
[5] πρώτης πρυτανείας [| --------------------~----------------- ] 
[. . Jas ἱσταμένου a[------------------------------------- ᾿Αρτ]- 
5. [εμι]σιακὸν E[~-~-------~---------------------------------- ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b eee eof eee UN) eae Ότ σε σαν. ] 
[-----..... ee |s Πυανω[ψιῶνος -------------~------------ ] 
Fee ia ete pee Var tga | ca a ca ee ] 
es . ἀπεγράψατο pléradAo[y -~---------------------------- ] 
10 [-----... as Ἰάχειον [--------------------~------------ ] 


[33 δε όρο δ τ ως στήλη]ν ἔχον Anpu[nrptaxoy ——--------------------- ] 
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See .. €v Tois €dade lat rots [| -----------~-~-----------~------ ] 

ere ares ly Qop[ -~-----------~------~---------- 

tas Decues Ὧν --------~-~-~-~--++------------- 
lacuna 


Lines 3-4 πρυτανείας [" “Ἑκατομβαιῶνος δευ] [τέρ]αι ἱσταμένου π[αλαιὸν ἀνασάξιμον] Crosby. Lines 6-8 [τρίτης] [{πρυτα- 
νεία]ς Πυανω[ψιῶνος δευτέραι ἱσταμ] [ἐνου] Crosby. Lines 9-10 [ἐκ τῆς στήλης τῆς ἐπὶ Ν] {ἰκοδήμου (9) Λ]άχειον Crosby. 


P41. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 2015), broken on all sides, found in November 1934, in a marble pile in the area of 
the Tholos. 


H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.147 m.; Th. 0.052 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 283-284, no. 35, photograph pl. 97. 


fin. saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 


lacuna 


ie ee Ja ἐπὶ Opacvpwr | -----------------~----------~--- 
ΒΡ στ σσ- ] πρὸς ἡλίου δύομί --------------------~-----~--- ] 
lacuna 


P42. Fragment of Pentelic marble (E.M. 7958), preserving the top and original left side, found in Piraeus. 
H. 0.18 m.; W. 0.16 m.; Th. 0.075 m.; L.H. lines 1-2, 0.11 m., lines 3-11, 0.005 m. 
Ed. S. A. Koumanoudes, ᾿Αθήναιον 8, 1879, p. 273; U. Koehler, 16 II, 779; J. Kirchner, 10 112, 1581. 


fin. saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
[τ]άδ᾽ ἐπράθη ἐδά[φη —-------------------------------------- ] 

ἀπ Νὰ ΟΥ̓ 1:5: 35 3 5:5). ξεως δου, ese eek ee ee ] 
Ξενοκλέους ᾿Αντιγένους Σημί[αχίδου shal Bi ΕΟΣ ἈΕΊ ΤΕ ΣΤ eo ΕΕ ἘΞ ἘΣ ] 
Πολυκλέους Τεισίππου Εὐω[νυμέως —--------------------------- ] 

5 Avoworparov ‘Adatelws ------------------------------------- 
Θεοδώρου Λυσανίου Λουσι[έως -------------------------------- ] 
Κλεοχάρους Κλεοστράτου A[ -~------------------------------- ] 
[᾿Α]ρχεστράτου Ξανθιππίϊδου --------------------------------- ] 
Τιμαρχίδου &[ --------~-------~---------------------------- 

10» 1 ΟἸΦελοῦ | see sane nese ee eee eee 
[. JT[ -------------------------------------------------- 


lacuna 


As noted by Crosby (Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 285, note 77), contra Kirchner, it is a projecting molding and not two 
initial lines which are broken off above the first preserved line. 


P43 (Pl. 11). Two fragments of Pentelic marble from the same stele. Fragment a (I 7427) preserves an inscribed front 
face and part of the left side, which is also inscribed as far as preserved. It was found on July 1, 1972, in a marble pile 
near the Stoa Basileios (G—H 3-4). Fragment ὁ (I 1980), broken on all sides, was found during May 1934, in a marble 
dump in the area of the Tholos. 


a: H. 0.07 m.; W. 0.10 m.; Th. 0.05 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 
ὃ: H. 0.067 m.; W. 0.09 m.; Th. 0.043 m.; L.H. 0.004 m. 
a, Face A, stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and a vertical checker of 0.006 m. 


Both fragments are unpublished. 
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Face A 
saec. IV a. XTOIX. 
lacuna 
a [ ------------------------------------------------ Ἄρτεμι]- 
σιακὸν ἐν [τοῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς ----------------------- ὧι γείτων βορρ]- 
GOev ὃ λόφος [------------------ νοτόθεν ---------------------- ] 
κάμινος O[------------------------------ ὠνὴ ----------- ] 
5 Θουτιμίδί ----------------------------------------------- ] 
ἀπεγράψαϊτο-------------------------ς--------------- στήλην) 
ἔχον ᾿ Ηφαι[στιακὸν ---------------------------------------- ] 
βορρᾶθεϊν ------------------------~------------------- ἐργ]- 
αστήριον | -------~-----------------~---------------------- ] 
10 τὸ Διοπείθους ἐργαστήριον ---------------------------------- ] 
shee eet ee ae 
lacuna 
Face B 
NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
a [ ------~---------------------------------------------- ΙΓ 
(ge a eee em που, te aerate ni οι RR iON 
Ee au Sr se ει θεβεξιεελεῆειξε ΙΡΓΑ 
Gib ἡ pee τοι λοι ee ἸᾺΝ 
τελεῖ τ τ τ ποτ ν τς τ τος ]OL.JAN 
[ -------------------------+-------------~---- Ἰισί. .Jov épyac- 
[τήριον ---------------~----------~------------- |nAov ἐργασ- 
[rypioy -—---------------~-------~----------~--- ὃ nplyacero Kaa 
20 [ ----------------------------------~-------- Je Καλλισθένο- 
[vs -------- - - --------------------------------- ΙΗ: Δείνων Δει- 
[νίου ᾽Ἔρχι ----------------.--------------------- JHR: Δημητρ 
ΣΕ ΘΕ, terete νει cat ea ee ae | 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b aS σὺν ] ἐν rots χώροις[ ------------------------------- ] 
25 [----+------- ΙΚΑΛΙΠΙ.] ἐνοφείλε[σθαι —------------------------ ] 
[---------- JAHMAIX[. . .] ᾿Αναγυ[ρ]ασίιο------------- - --- - --------- ] 
ΠΥ ΣΝ IEN| TAI: JNAOSL: PA eee oes νὰ 
bese ἸΑΓΙΙΣΙ. . TEIEATOYM[------------------------- 
[---------- JAE[. .]Ἰουθούσης τη —-----------------------~----- ] 
ΣΝ es JHHHH{.|ENO[ ---------------------------- 
ΝΟΥ ΨΥ γεν νι, 1 RV ties oO ote toe ἐν 
tne ββ  ε ε ἐεβητος: ΙΝΑΠΙ----------------.-------------- ] 
lacuna 


The length of line of Face A seems to be about 40 letters. ‘The stoichedon unit is square, 0.008 m. on a side. There 
were apparently at least two columns on Face A, and when space ran out the mason used the left lateral face for the 
remainder of his text, crowding the letters to use as little space as possible. 

A workshop of Diopeithes (line 10) is mentioned in P5, line 55, but the present text cannot be that early because of 
the genitives in ov and the general character of the lettering on Face B. The lettering of Face A suggests a date after the 
middle of the century, in with the series of opisthographic stelai recording many leases, but the non-use of abbreviations 
militates against this and suggests a later date. 
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P44, Fragment of marble known only from a copy by Fourmont. 


Ed. A. Boeckh, CZG I, 163; U. Koehler, JG II, 783; J. Kirchner, JG II’, 1586; M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 285, 
no. 38. 


saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. ἢ 
io Oe ATI etic oe on εσυιςς φνοσνυιοις 


eS let 000T Ol B= Se SS eo eee 
eon POY RU. ING IK) Ses 2eees ses =e ease eee 


[. .ο #lpyatero [ ------------------------------------------- 
5 i aeceied IMMA oa del Pema’ See eee eet eee eee 


[.. .IN[.JMYAIK[ -----------------------------------------~+- ] 
[. .] ἀπεγράψατο [κα]ινοτ[ομί]αν PPAI[--------------------------- 
[ηκὸν INTON|..... JA[ -------------~--------~-------------- ] 
10 [at γ]είτ[ω]ν π[ρὸ]ς ἡλ[ίου ἀ]ν[(ό]ν[τ]οῖς -------------------------- ] 
[ἸΛΙΟΓΥΡΊ[Σ δυομέ ΔΙΑΙ. .JIA καὶ Of. JO, ---------------------- ] 
ανομος ΔΙΟΦΕΙΩΝ ἐπὶ τῶν TEATIE[.]Y[------------------------- ] 
[1 ᾿Αντιδότου ἐργαστήρι[ο]ν νο[τόθεν -----------------------.--.-. ] 
ΥΑΛΙΩΙ --------------------------------+--------------+- | 
15 [‘H]pa[x]Aet8[n]s Σωσισ]τρατί[δο]υ ᾿Αχί.]ρ[--- - ἀπεγράψατο μέταλλον ---] 
[ἸΑΡΙΚΙ... ἸΛΛΕΞΙΜΕΝΟΙΠΕΡΙΑΣ --------------------.------- ] 
[νος ere JEDI) Ell SIAN 233322 38 ee σου εξ οι 

Lines 11-12 δια[κρ]ία καὶ 6[8]o[s~--] Boeckh. [é2]|[o]vojos Kirchner. διαρεῶν for ΔΙΟΦΕΙΩΝ ΚΕ. J. Hopper, BSA 63, 1968, 
p. 323, note 250. Line 15 ᾿Αχ[α]ρίνεύς] Koehler; Σωστρατί[δο]υ ᾿Αχ[ε]ρ[δούσιος] D. Whitehead, “The Tribes of the Thirty 
Tyrants,” /HS 100, 1980 (pp. 208-212), p. 210, n. 21. Line 16 [᾿Αλ]εξιμένο[υ (?)] Koehler. 

The text is a combination of Fourmont and Kirchner. Crosby warned that Kirchner shifted letters to fit restorations. 
But since several lines construe plausibly with Kirchner’s renderings and not with Fourmont’s, lines 10 and 15 for 
example, it may be that the text was inscribed non-stoichedon and that Fourmont regularized the letter spacing in his 
sketch, giving it a false stoichedon appearance. 


P45. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 1447), preserving part of the smoothed bottom and original rough-dressed back, 
found on March 3, 1934, on the surface in the Bouleuterion Plateia (F 11). 


H. 0.124 m.; W. 0.09 m.; Th. 0.11 m.; L.H. 0.004—0.005 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 16, 1947, pp. 149-150, no. 39, photograph pl. 23. 


saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
eee |Aox{ ---------------------------------------- } 
aoe ee ee eee | 
=e Jat κηρύκεια H[--------------------------------- ] 
vacat 


P46 (Pl. 11). Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 1803), broken all around, found on April 17, 1934, in a late Classical well 
west of the Tholos (F 11-12). 


H. 0.102 m.; W. 0.034 m.; Th. 0.052 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.006 m. and a ver- 
tical checker of 0.007 m. 


Unpublished. 
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saec. IV a. | ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 
lacuna 
[---.... U1... Jol ---------------------------------------- 
[---.... 40... JAer[ --------------------------------------- 
[Ξε ρος θ ecu, ------ --.ο-----------.-ς--.--------.----------- | 
hich πὰ ΞΕ See eee ee eee ] 
ἜΤ ee levoy| See Sea ee kee ees eee ] 
[---... 7... ame]lypd[Waro------------------------~---------- ] 
ΞΟ ὧι γεί] βο[ρρᾶ------------- - -------------------------- ] 
ΞΕ wee ΕΘ ΕΝ ΞΕ: ] 
lacuna 


I have not seen this fragment. M. B. Walbank informed me of its existence, and the text is his. He notes that the 
fragment is similar to P18, but he does not feel that it belongs. 


P47. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 6101), preserving part of the smooth back, found on April 5, 1948, in a marble 
dump in the industrial area southwest of the Agora square. 


H. 0.095 m.; W. 0.093 m.; Th. 0.044 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 
Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, pp. 242-243, no. 38, photograph pl. 42; SEG XXI, 565. 


saec. 1V a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 

orale a= eS I aan a aa 

[(--------- ἀἸμφισβητῶν EIT[------------------------------- ] 

[Seo3>55545 Juwe καὶ ἐτιμησί -------------------------~------ ] 

a JFHH ἐπρίατο | -------------------------------- ] 

SS lata ae ἸΙοσίωι ἅπασα H[ -------------------------------- ] 

[--------- ἀπέγραψε ἐν τῶι ------------------------------- ] 

[-------- Jotwr FHHHHF [ --------------------------------- ] 

a 2: eee een eee eee | 
lacuna 


P48. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 6104), broken on all sides, found on April 20, 1948, by a late wall at the southwest 
corner of the Middle Stoa (H 13). 


H. 0.15 m.; W. 0.25 m.; Th. 0.071 m.; L.H. 0.009 m. 
Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 30, 1961, p. 243, no. 39, photograph pl. 42; SEG XXI, 566. 


saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 

[------- Ἰτράτο τοί --------------------------------------- ] 
ἘΠ - π]αρὰ τοῖς θεσμοθέτ[αις ---------------------.-.-....... ] 

[:3: 3:03. Ξυξῆς ] γείτων βορρᾶθεν ΔΙ ----------.-............... ] 
[------- Jev ἡ τάφρος ἡ mapa Τί -------------~----------------- ] 

5 [------- ] ἀπὸ τῆς πυλίδος κλη —----------------------------- ] 
[------- Δωρόθεος ᾿Αρκεφῶντος A[--~------------------------ ] 
[----- κατεβλήθ]η τὸ πέμπτον μέρος THs τιμ[ῆς ------------------- ] 
[----------- |s ἐνεπεσκήψατο évodeitherGa[t—------~-----------~-- ] 
[----------- Ἰυλων ἐν τῶι δευτέρωι καὶ τρίϊτωι —-----------~----- ] 
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10 [--------- [τ ππὸ PHHHAAN Oep[ -------------------------- ] 
ἘΠ eee eee |voros Τὸ apyvpto[y -------~-------~-------- 
[-~------------------~-- Wiavan| s22o2 22 64s hoe ἐσξιρεε ] 
ee ene eee | 

lacuna 


P49. A complete stele of Pentelic marble (I 6694), found on August 31, 1954, re-used as a cover slab over a tiled well in 
front of the Stoa of Attalos (P 10). 


H. 1.60 m.; W. 0.93 m.; Th. 0.16 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 32, 1963, pp. 30-31, no. 28, photograph pl. 7; SEG XXI, 567. 


saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
Col. I Col. II Col. ΠῚ Col. IV 
erased erased erased erased 
Κλέανδρος Φαληρεὺς II IIXX καταβολή F 
καταβολή HH 
vacat 


For its re-use the stele was dressed down with a toothed chisel, and almost all the inscribed face was erased. Scattered 
letters and numbers appear elsewhere, but only at the very bottom of the inscribed face can any names and words be read. 


P50. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4874), preserving part of the smooth-picked top, found on May 19, 1937, ina 
late Roman disturbance in a Classical floor to the southeast of the propylon of the Bouleuterion (H 11). 


H. 0.089 m.; W. 0.075 m.; Th. 0.081 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.013 m., lines 2-5, 0.004-0.005 m. 
Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 284-285, no. 37, photograph pl. 97. 


ca. a. 300/299 a. NON-ZTOIX. 
[--------------------~+-+---+-- μέτ]αλλα [| ~--------------- ] 
[----~-----------+--- ᾿Απολλ]ωνιακὸν ἐν Op[ ----------------- 
[------------------------ εἰσἸήνενκε μέταλ[λον------------- ] 
[----~--------------------- Ιν ᾿Απολλωνι[ακὸν ------------ ] 
5.[----ο--------.--------- ---- ] ὧι yet πρ[ὸς ἡλίου ------------ ] 

lacuna 


Line 1 [τάδ᾽ ἐπράθη μέτ]αλλα [vacat] Crosby. Line 2 ἐν Θρ[ασύμωι (?)] Crosby. 


P51 (Pl. 12). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 7302), preserving part of the rough-picked back and bottom, found on 
May 14, 1971, in the basement of a modern house east of the Agora square (T 13). A rough-picked band 0.08 m. wide 
runs along the bottom of the inscribed face. 


H. 0.226 m.; W. 0.30 m.; Th. 0.118 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.007 m. 


Unpublished. 
ca. a. 300/299 a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 

eae eae ee ee NIKO | ome ee συ | 

pee σ τυ. ] 

a σον. lp: ἐδάφεσι ἧι [| ------------------------ ] 

ΞΡ ποτ τεσ ῦϑ jira: Bop: ᾿Αντιδοτί ------------.-...ο..-.-.-.----- ] 

ἊΝ ΠΠ Ύ ΣΕΥ Ἰακὸν καινοτομίαν ἐν τ[οῖς ἐδάφεσι τοῖς -------------- ] 


[--------- πρὺς] ἡλίου ἀνιόντος μέταλλ[ον --~--~-----~--------- ] 
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[-- -- ᾿Ἀρτεμι]σιακὸν στήλην ἔχον ἐν Θορι[κῶι------------------------ ] 

pase ν]οτό: ἡ ὁδὸς ἡ ἀπὸ Λαυρείου φέρουσία ----------------- ] 

aaa Alavpetov φέρουσα καὶ ὃ λόφος ἀπεγράψατο -------------- ] 
vacat 


The rough-picked band noted above is original. A date near the end of the 4th century is suggested by the letter 
forms. 


P52. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 1918), preserving part of the left side and smooth back, found on May 4, 1934, 
in a mixed Turkish and Byzantine context about fifty meters southwest of the Tholos (F 13). 


H. 0.33 m.; W. 0.136 m.; Th. 0.08 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 4, 1935, pp. 565-571, no. 41, photograph p. 567; Hesperia 7, 1938, pp. 107-108; W. B. 


Dinsmoor, The Athenian Archon List in the Light of Recent Discoveries, New York 1939, pp. 52-53; W. K. Pritchett 
and B. D. Meritt, The Chronology of Hellenistic Athens, Cambridge, Mass. 1940, pp. 88-91. 


a. 281/0 a. NON-ETOIX. ca. 36-37 
lacuna 
Gerri JON Pao Ss Sea Se Se ΞΞΕΞΕΙΞΕ 
vacat 
vacat 
vacat 
[τά]δε καταβεβἰίλημένα ----------------- ] 
[ἐπ]. Οὐρίου ἄρχο[ντος ἐπὶ τῆς Δημητριάδος ἐν]- 
[δεκάτης πρυταϊνείας -----------~------~ ] 
5. [οἰκίας ᾿Αγρυλῆσ[ιν Χαιροντίδης Ερ------- ] 
[Lo]um: τῆς πραθε[ίσης ------------ ἐπὶ Φι]- 
[λίχππου dpxovro[s -~------------------ 
[. vero Διοκλῆϊς --~------------------ ] 
[τα]ύτης τῆς οἰκί[ας -------- - --.-.---..-.....ὄἕ- ] 
10 [Χα]ιροντίδης Ἐρί --------------------- ] 
[ὑπ] τῶν δικαστῶν -—------------------ ] 
[. .1. ἐπὶ Τηλοκλέους ἄρχοντος ἐπὶ τῆς ------- ] 
[δεἸϊκάτης πρυτανείας --------- ----.-...-..ὄ.. ] 
[ARAB AAA  [ΠΞεὸτξξαξος See oe ] 
15 [éa]t Τηλοκλέους [ἄρχοντος Se Sra οτος τ τονε ] 
[. .]s ὀγδόης πρυτ[ανείας ----------- --.- ] 
[. ἰκλου Ε[ὑ]πυ: ofixtay ---------~-~------ 
(PRES eee nee και δέ | 
ae | 
lacuna 


The exact sense of the transaction recorded in this document cannot be ascertained. It is best seen as a poletai record 
of the year of Ourios concerned with matters carried over from two previous archons, Philippos and Telokles. 


P53. Six non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble from the same opisthographic stele. Fragment a (I 1971), 
preserving an original left side, was found on May 11, 1934, in a late disturbance south of the west part of the Middle 
Stoa (J 14). Fragment ὁ (I 1777), broken on all sides, was found on April 13, 1934, in a late context in the Bouleuterion 
Plateia (F 11). Fragment c (I 1778), preserving part of the right side, was found on April 14, 1934, in a late context 
southwest of the Bouleuterion Plateia (F 11). Fragment d (I 1533), broken on all sides, was found on March 9, 1934, in 
a modern wall south of the west end of the Middle Stoa (I 14). Fragments e (I 2014 b) and f (I 2014 a) were both found 
in the Roman screen wall of the Bouleuterion Plateia (F 10). e is broken on all sides; f, mended from many pieces, 
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preserves a lower corner, the right on Face A, the left on Face B, and part of a tenon for the setting. e and the various 
pieces of f were found during September, October, and November of 1934. 


a: H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.085 m.; Th. 0.034 m. 

δ: H. 0.052 m.; W. 0.047 m.; Th. 0.02 m. 

c: H. 0.17 m.; W. 0.06 m.; Th. 0.021 m. 

d: H. 0.07 m.; W. 0.11 m.; Th. 0.05 m. 

e: H. 0.097 m.; W. 0.142 m.; Th. 0.05 m. 

f. H. 0.315 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.115 m. 

Letter height on all fragments 0.005 m. 

Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 16, 1947, pp. 155-157, no. 51, photographs pl. 27. 


ca. a. 250/49 a. NON-ZTOIX. ca. 50 
lacuna 
a ι[----- ἸΑΣΙ -----α-------ς-ς---ς---ςς-ςς-ς-ςςς----.---ςς---ςς--ς-ς-ς-ς--- ] 
ντων προσοί ----------------------- .ο..ὕ......--------.--.----------------- ] 
mpadevtwy €[ ---------------------------------------~----- ] 
a κατεκύρωσαν οἱ ἐννέ᾽ ἄρχοντες ----------------------.----- Πο]- 
5 σάμιος wvn[rns---------------------------------------- τοὐτ]- 
ov ἐπώνια [καὶ κηρύκεια --------------.---------------------.--- ] 
αξιν κεχειίροτον ------------------------.----ς----------- Κυδαθη]- 
ναιέως το[--------- -- .-.-.-..-.-..-------.--.------ς-ς-.-.----- ὧι γ]- 
εἰτων βορ[ρᾶθεν -------------.--.-ς.--------------------.-.--- ] 
CGR ΠΣ ΣΟ eer erent neers ve rere ener ET 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b eet eee toe se es NOU esse Se ae 
(se πηετπτοδα-: πα cae re a | 
ree ier eae 1 a ae πετηπεπ 
lacuna 
lacuna 
ς ΞΕ ΠΡ ΞΕ Ξε eee Jkt: ὠνη- 
Ἰσσοῦ: ἸΗ UN 
[--------~---------------------- Jopov τ 
ee ξεν απ εξ ξ ῖξ εὐ eee ee κοῖς πρὸς ἡλίου ἀν)ιόν: δὸ- 
ΟῚ ΠΡΟ πεν ΡΟ ΕΘ ΠΕ ΗΝ ᾿Αρ]ισταγό- 
[pov =S4e 45525-5255 esos S545 Πυ]θαράτο- 
20 [v------------------------------- lovros” 
ΞΕ ΞΟ ΞΘ ΘΟ ΞΕ ΘῈΣ |e: ἀπέγρ- 
ΓΤ ΘΕ ae ek Se |v αὐτὴν 
[~~-----~-~-~---~------------------- Ἰινωσαντ 
[----- ---- ---.-----.------------------ lovos δα 
29: Nese eee eee ee eee ] réws E 
[-------------------------------- π]ρὸς 7)- 
[λίου ------------------------------- Ἰρου 
[----------------------------------- lov 


lacuna 
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6 a ct a ea Ἰοδήμου EA[ -------------------------- ] 


[-------------- ἀπογρα]φὴ καθ᾽ ἣν εἰ —---------------------- ] 
[-------------------- Aligwvews O[ ---------------------- ] 
[---------------+------ ] Μελιτέως ---------------------- ] 


lacuna 


lacuna 
6 ΞΕ SSeS ΞΕ ΕΞ se Se ᾿Ελ]ευσινίοίυ --------------------- ] 
lacuna 


Face A 
lacuna 


f Be ieee ee ie Pa ees JENTOJ. . .°%: 8. .] 


40 [---------------------- JITEN[. . . .JH καὶ ἐργασ[τ]ήρι[ον] 


lovseeo2eSss5-4 222 ees Ἰίου Σωστρ[άτου το]ῦ τελώνου ὃ ἔφην 

[ΞΞ Ξ ξοξ δα σρξισν τσ ἐν τῶι βουλε]υτηρίωι Σκι[ροφορι)ῶνος τετράδι ἐπὶ δ[.] 
OS (seca ee τῶν προέϊδρων Κτησι[κλῆς] ᾿Ολυμπιοδώρου Ποτίάμι]- 

[os ὠνητῆς ---------- JFAAAA: τούτου ἐ[π]ώνια καὶ κηρύκεια [... .] 


[SSeS Sees ] Aaxtadns ἔφίηνεν] Σωστράτου τοῦ reAwvov 
[ὧι γείτων πρὸς ἡλίου ἀν)ιόν: Αἰσχρα[ίου χωρί]ον δυομένου ὁδὸς Boppa- 


[6ev------ JIONEI[--------- ν]οτό ἄμφοδον ξένου ὄντο- 
50 [s-------------- ] vacat 
Face B 
lacuna 
ac A SE ee 
Ὁ oN NIN ices eee 
[o Oer a WoN@ylnbepeaaate eee ee eet ae τὶ ει τονς κυρ ει 
tee) AMEN) Soceeceesesteessss des eeet cee s eee ] 
BS. “ὦ; τ} Neyoutlaly | πεσε: ἐς εξ κε ee eee ] 
oa tos Ψψηφοι mA pels ἀξ Ξ,5:35:5: 5: Sess oo eee eee ae ese 
[. .°% 7. Jun καὶ  xdptos 7b Ay[-------------------------------~- 
[.. 9:8. Jro: F: τῶ »] ψήφων» ΑΓ ------------------------------- 
[4.3] πεντακοσίων | 23S a ἐς: τυυοσε ς ] 
vacat 


Line 4 κατεκύρωσϊαν οἱ ἐννέα ἄρχοντος" Κτησικλῆς ᾿Ολυμπιοδώρου Io] Meritt. Lines 43-44 ἔφην [αν of πωληταὶ ἐν τῶι 
βουλε]υτηρίωι Meritt. Lines 44--45 ἐπὶ δ[ἐ] [κα εἰσηγουμένων] Meritt. Line 49 [ὁδὸς ἡ εἰς τὸ ἐργαστήρ]ιον εἰ σάγουσα)] Meritt. 


P54. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4833), broken on all sides, found on May 10, 1937, in the foundation of a Late 
Roman house southeast of the Tholos (G-H 12). 


H. 0.097 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.04 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 
Ed. B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, pp. 28-29, no. 35, photograph pl. 5; SEG XIX, 135. 
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saec. Il a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 


or eer ἕτε]ρον οἰκίδιον ὧι [γείτων —--------------- ] 

Se ee βδρ εὶ ] οἰκία: πρὸς nA[iov ------------------ 

Se ee ee θυ στε Jrva ἀγάλμίατα --------------.-. ] 

[eae Se eee eee Ἰπώλιον xa[------------------- 

[ΞΞέξοθ ee eee ee see ae ] Auxivov Ko[ ----------------- 
lacuna 


Line 5 [ἐναι]έτια ἀγάλμ[ατα] Meritt. 


P55. Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4834), preserving part of the right side, found on May 10, 1937, in the same 
context as P54. 


H. 0.16 m.; W. 0.15 m.; Th. 0.042 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, p. 28, no. 34, photograph pl. 8; SEG XIX, 134. 


saec. 111 a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
[------------------------ ] vacat 
[Heese eee eee το eee Ἰένης vacat 
[Pease Se Se νο]τόθεν vacat 
vacat 
Sa = ἐπι Τῆς ------------- Irns πρυτα[νείας ------------- 
ΝΞ ΠΟΘ ΞΞΕΟΩΣ τ]ὸν γραμμαίτέα ------------------ ] 
[See eee ee ] ZpixvOos [------------------- 
[-------------------------- Jot ἐν τῶι [ —----------------- 
[-----+-++-+-+-+-+-++-+-+--+-+-+ Ιν δυομέν[ου ------------------- ] 
[-----------------------++- ἀμ]ιον ros-------------------- 
lacuna 


P56. Two non-joining fragments of Hymettian marble from the same stele. Fragment a (I 933), broken on all sides, 
was found on June 5, 1933, in a late context east of the Tholos (H 11). Fragment ὁ (I 4835), broken on all sides, was 
found on May 10, 1937, in the foundation of a Late Roman house southeast of the Tholos (H 12). 


a: H. 0.085 m.; W. 0.092 m.; Th. 0.033 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 
δ: H. 0.038 m.; W. 0.114 m.; Th. 0.077 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 


Ed. a: B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 7, 1938, pp. 126-127, no. 26, photograph p. 127. b: M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, 
pp. 281-282, no. 33, photograph pl. 97. 


ca. a. 200/199 a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
a RSS s sass ta Se εξ ἐσύ οητεξιεα ξνθι δι τε όςτες ] 
[2452285 ltos PtAwvos mol ----------------------------------- ] 
[33 ξξιβ βιείιει εξ Κεφ]αλῆθεν χωρίον | ------------------------------ ] 
vacat 
ἘΞΞῈ- ἐπὶ - - -Ἰτους ἄρχοντος —------------------------------- ] 
a eee ] mpurave[ias ---------------------------------- ] 


ΞΞ-:ἀψ- δευτέϊ]ραι ἱσταμ[ένου —----------------------------- ] 
lacuna 
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lacuna 
b [--------------- vos χωρίϊον ----------------------------- ] 
ΞΕ  ουΘ- Jrouia ἣν Αἰ ------------------------------- ] 


[22632 ΘυΞα  -- ἀἸπεγράψατίο --------------------------- ] 


lacuna 


Crosby took fragment ὁ to be part of a mining-lease and restored [καινο]τομία in line 8. [λιθο]τομία is just as 
possible, perhaps named in a context similar to that of P26, line 483. 


APPENDIX 


Several small, inscribed fragments classed as poletai records in the Agora inventory are published here for 
the first time or are republished. The fragments preserve too little to allow judgment on their classification. 
Not included here are texts of six fragments classed as possible poletai records in JG I°: 417-420, 431, 432 
(includes Agora I 230, I 236h, and I 4068), nor five additional Agora fragments tentatively assigned to the 
poletai by M. B. Walbank in the Appendix to Part III: LA3-LA7, respectively Agora I 1818, I 4602, 1 6245, 
I 6594, and I 4591. 


PA1. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 3060), preserving part of the original top and right side, found on June 28, 
1935, in a well of the late 4th century B.c. to the west of the Tholos (G 11:4). 

H. 0.053 m.; W. 0.082 m.; Th. 0.032 m.; L.H. 0.004—0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and 
a vertical checker of 0.01 m. 


Ed. M. Crosby, Hesperia 26, 1957, pp. 19-20, no. S8, photograph pl. 3; SEG XVI, 129. 


saec. IV a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 


[------------------------------------------- lu: Εὔπολις Ed] 

[------------------------------------------- Ju Εὐκράτης Ma 

[---------------------------------------- éypappalreve Tio 
lacuna 


Line 1 [wwAnrat---------- ]s Crosby. Lines 2-3 Εὐ[θ] [ἡμονος ‘AAat:(?)---] Crosby. 


PA2. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 1691), with part of the smooth-picked right side preserved, found on March 
27, 1934, in a late context on the southern slope of Kolonos Agoraios (F 10). 


H. 0.051 m.; W. 0.063 m.; Th. 0.023 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.006-0.007 m. and 
a vertical checker of 0.006 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 16, 1947, p. 150, no. 40, photograph pl. 23. 
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PA3. Fragment of Pentelic marble, preserving the original right side, found in the Kerameikos. 
H. 0.04 m.; W. 0.075 m.; Th. 0.075 m.; L.H. 0.003—0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and 
a vertical checker of 0.007-0.008 m. 


Ed. W. Peek, Kerametkos, Ergebnisse der Ausgrabungen, III, Inschriften, Ostraka, Fluchtafeln, Berlin 1941, p. 13, 
no. 9, photograph pl. 6:2. Cf. M. Crosby, Hesperia 19, 1950, p. 284, no. 36. 


fin. saec. IV a. ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 
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PA4 (Pl. 12). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4843), broken on all sides, found on April 28, 1937, in a late 
disturbance just south of the propylon of the New Bouleuterion (H 11). 


H. 0.04 m.; W. 0.04 m.; Th. 0.01 m.; L.H. 0.006 m. 


Unpublished. 
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PAS (Pl. 12). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4962), found on June 12, 1937 in the Post-Herulian Wall over the 
paved court of the Klepsydra (T 26-27). 


H. 0.115 m.; W. 0.085 m.; ‘Th. 0.086 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 


Unpublished. 
saec. IV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
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Line 7, lapis ΕΙΤΩΝ. 


PAG (Pl. 13). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 5920), preserving the smooth-picked right side, found on July 13, 
1946, in a marble dump south of the Odeion. 

H. 0.145 m.; W. 0.10 m.; Th. 0.03 m.; L.H. 0.007 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.007 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.01 m. 

Unpublished. 
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PA7 (Pl. 13). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4884), broken on all sides, found on May 22, 1937, in a Late Roman 
disturbance above the Tholos (G 12). 


H. 0.104 m.; W. 0.114 m.; Th. 0.032 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.009 - 
0.011 m. and a vertical checker of 0.009 m. 


Unpublished. 
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PA8. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 626), broken on all sides, found on March 30, 1933, in a marble pile northwest 
of the Tholos. 


H. 0.165 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.045 m.; L.H. 0.005 m. 
Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 15, 1946, pp. 187-188, no. 33, photograph p. 187. 
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III. LEASES OF PUBLIC LANDS 


BY 
MICHAEL B. WALBANK 


PREFACE 


The history of the leasing of publicly owned land in Attica and in the territories at one time or another con- 
trolled by Athens rests, to a very large extent, upon epigraphical evidence. Of this evidence the excavations in 
the Athenian Agora have yielded a small but significant part. It is appropriate, therefore, to attempt in this 
study to provide a survey of Athenian practices relating to public leasing, even though much of the evidence 
for these comes from other sites than the Agora. 

It is not my intention, however, to provide here a corpus of all Athenian documents relating to the 
leasing of publicly owned real property. The preparation of such a work requires autopsy of all available 
documents, not merely those from the Athenian Agora: these materials are scattered and in some cases 
difficult of access, and I have not, so far, been able to examine them all at first hand. I intend to publish such 
a corpus elsewhere in the future. 

The historical survey presented here, therefore, is based upon autopsy of those of the documents that 
derive from the Athenian Agora or those proving to join with, or to be closely associated with, Agora docu- 
ments. The rest have been studied from squeezes or, in a few cases, from published texts and photographs. 
Only the Agora documents are edited in the second part of this study, along with those documents from other 
sites that join or are closely associated with the Agora fragments. 

I wish to thank Homer A. Thompson and Benjamin D. Meritt, who assigned these inscriptions to me 
for detailed study. I am also grateful to T. Leslie Shear, Jr., Field Director of the Agora Excavations, who 
assigned to me in 1983 the original publication of several of these documents and who has permitted me to 
work in the Agora Museum on many occasions since then, and to John McK. Camp II, Resident Director of 
the Agora Excavations. I wish, too, to thank Dr. K. Peppa-Delmouzou, Director of the Epigraphical Mu- 
seum, and her Assistant, Chara Karappa-Molisani, for permission to study documents under their control. 

Ι owe a special debt to Michael H. Jameson, David M. Lewis, and A. Geoffrey Woodhead: the extent of 
their contribution will be obvious. I am also grateful to Christian Habicht, who made it possible for me to 
study at the Institute for Advanced Study at Princeton and to make use of the Institute’s extensive collection of 
squeezes. I thank my co-authors Gerald V. Lalonde and Merle K. Langdon for their help and co-operation. 

The University of Calgary and the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada have 
assisted me substantially over the past decade by means of study leave and research grants, for which I am 
most grateful. 


MICHAEL Β. WALBANK 
THE UNIVERSITY OF CALGARY 
Calgary, Alberta 
March 1, 1989 
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THE LEASING OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ATTICA 
AND IN TERRITORIES CONTROLLED BY ATHENS 


The history of the system employed at Athens for leasing out public lands is not clear: neither the epigraphic 
record nor the literary sources provides more than a series of disconnected incidents by which we may at- 
tempt a reconstruction of this institution and its history.' 

From Photios (s.v. ναύκραροι) we learn that in the 7th century the naukraroi had the responsibility for 
the leasing of public lands. We do not know whether they alone were responsible for this, or whether they 
carried out this task in association with the Archon Basileus, as did the poletai later on. 

When the naukraroi lost most of their powers under the constitution of Solon and became restricted to 
the management of the Naukraric Fund,’ it may be assumed that the duty of leasing out public lands passed 
to those officials whom we find involved in this task when the epigraphic record begins: the Archon Basileus 
and the poletai. These officials, too, are those who have this duty in the later 4th century,’ but we do not have 
any certain evidence for their activities in this sphere before 418/17 B.c., when the earliest epigraphic ref- 
erence to them in this connection is dated (/G I?, 84, line 12),* although references to the leasing of public 
land occur well before this date in the epigraphic record. 

Photios’ remark about the duties of the naukraroi indicates that there was public land available for leas- 
ing at the end of the 7th century: what this land was we cannot say for sure, whether it was owned by the state 
or merely the property of various religious cults. Aristotle, in the Politics (2.5.2.1267b), distinguishes between 
three types of land ownership, which, he says, Hippodamos of Miletos first laid down as the proper distribu- 
tion of land within a Greek state: Διῴρει 8’ εἰς τρία μέρη τὴν χώραν, τὴν μὲν ἱερὰν, τὴν δὲ δημοσίαν, τὴν δ᾽ 
ἰδίαν. In the Athenaion Politeia, however, only one category of public lands apart from state-owned mines, 
which are a separate issue, is mentioned, under the generic term τεμένη:" the responsibility for leasing out 
these temene belongs with the Archon Basileus, as the earlier epigraphic record also suggests. The temene 
mentioned in the Athenaion Politeia are certainly publicly owned: do they comprise both the categories 


' Previous studies on this and related topics include the following: V. N. Andreyev, “Some Aspects of Agrarian Conditions in 
Attica in the Fifth to Third Centuries B.C.,” Eirene 12, 1974, pp. 5-46; Attische Pachturkunden; M. Crosby, “The Leases of the 
Laureion Mines,” Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 189- 312; eadem, “More Fragments of Mining Leases from the Athenian Agora,” Hes- 
pera 26, 1957, pp. 1-23; Fine; Finley; D. Hegyi, “Τεμένη ἱερὰ καὶ τεμένη δημοσία," Oikumene 1, 1976, pp. 77-87; Ὁ. M. Lewis, 
“The Athenian Rationes Centestmarum,” in Problémes de la terre en Gréce, M. I. Finley, ed., Paris 1973, pp. 187-212; Osborne, 

“Social and Economic Implications”; O. Schulthess, RE XV, 1932, cols. 2078:65-2095:13, s.v. μισθός; cols. 2095: 14-2129: 43, s.v. 
μίσθωσις; M. B. Walbank, “Leases of Sacred Properties in Attica, Part I,” Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 100-135; “ , Part II,” 
PP. 177-199; “ , Part III,” pp. 200-206; “ , Part IV,” pp. 207-231; “ , Part V,” Hesperia 53, 1984, pp. 361-368; 
, Part V: A Correction,” Hesperia 54, 1985, p. 140; Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 189- 217. Osborne’ s article 
came to my notice after this section had gone to press. It covers much the same ground as does my study. I have drawn attention to 
Osborne’s views at some points in my discussion but have not otherwise responded to them. 

? Ath. Pol. 8.1; Herodotos, 5.71; Hesychios, συ. vavxAapot; Photios, s.v. vavxpapot; Pollux, 8.108; Thucydides, 1.126. See also 
J. Velissaropoulos, Les naucréres grecs, Geneva/Paris 1980, pp. 14-21 (with bibliography). See also Langdon, p. 68 above and 
footnote 57. 

> Ath. Pol. 47.2; SEG XVIII, 13 (= 17), line 9, restored. 

* For IG 1, 84, see footnote 26 below, p. 154. Langdon (pp. 64-65 above and footnote 43) interprets this passage somewhat 
differently. 

> Ath. Pol. 47.4; see also Hegyi (footnote 1 above), with further citations in p. 77, note 1, and Attische Pachturkunden, 
pp. 105-106. 
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mentioned in the Politics, the ἱερὰ χώρα and the δημοσία χώρα Did, indeed, this distinction apply in Athens, 
or was all non-private land regarded as δημοσία, whether or not it was attached to a specific cult? 

Again, the epigraphic record is contradictory: where the ownership of land is known it falls into several 
different categories and under the authority of several different officers. For instance, the Archon Basileus 
and the poletai are responsible for the leasing out of the temenos of Neleus and Basile in 418/17 B.c. 7G 1", 
84, lines 6 and 12); somewhat earlier, in 434 B.c., the Delian amphiktyones identify themselves as the leasing 
authority for the property of Apollo Delios on Delos and Rheneia (JG I°, 402), and, in the decade before this, 
the leasing of a stable and houses owned by the Eleusinian Gods seems to have been the responsibility of the 
hieropoioi of Eleusis (JG 1, 395, lines 2 and 5), unless these officers are acting merely as subordinates 
reporting to a board of epistatai, as seems to be the case here in 408/7 B.c. (16 1", 386). Thus, in the 5th 
century at least, some cults employ their own officers as leasing agents, and others make use of the officers of 
the state. 

In the 4th century, in fact, the epigraphic record points toward a similar division of powers. The officers 
of the cult of the Eleusinian Gods continue to deal with leases of its property (JG II*, 1672? [329/8 B.c.] and 
1675 [late 4th century]), but the leasing of the Sacred Orgas (see Langdon, p. 64 above), which became the 
subject of a dispute in 352/1 B.c., is made the responsibility of the Archon Basileus (JG 112, 204, line 25). 
The Delian amphiktyones continue as before in the 5th century to handle the leasing of the god’s property on 
Delos and Rheneia (JG 112, 1633-1653). By contrast, the series of leases of land belonging to several differ- 
ent cults in Attica that begins in 343/2 Βα. (L6, L9-L12, L14, 1.15) clearly involves the gathering of the 
property of many cults into the hands of a single leasing agent, surely an officer of the state. A document con- 
temporary with this series (L7, lines 7-11) names the poletai as the officials responsible for leasing out the 
property known as the Nea (probably newly acquired territory in the Oropia, ceded to Athens in 338 B.c.),° 
and, since the revenues from this lease are to be applied to the celebration of the Lesser Panatheneia, it is a 
reasonable assumption that this land is sacred in character and to be classed as a temenos of the kind that is 
mentioned in the Athenaion Politeia (47.4). Thus, again, we find cult authorities administering the property 
of their own cult in some cases, and the officers of the state, in other cases, acting as the leasing authority. 

Perhaps, then, all that is meant by the passage from the Athenaion Politeia cited above is that, if cult 
authorities were unwilling, or were judged by the state to be incompetent, to act as leasing agents for proper- 
ty owned by the cult, the state would do it for them through the mechanism outlined in this passage. This 
mechanism may have been given formal status by some lost decree of the time of Lykourgos, but it repre- 
sented, in effect, normal practice at least from 418/17 B.c., when in fact there seems to be a reference to a 
νόμος governing such matters (JG 1", 84, lines 23-25), whenever the necessity arose for state involvement 
and is probably to be regarded as normal practice as far back as the time of Solon, when the former responsi- 
bility of the naukraroi in this sphere was abrogated.’ 

As to the distinction between τεμένη ἱερά and τεμένη δημόσια, it seems clear from the Athenaion 
Politeia that no such distinction was observed by the Athenians, at least by the late 4th century: land, if it was 
not in private hands, was owned by some kind of public body, the state, the cults of the state, lesser political 
organizations, such as phylai, trittyes, or demes, or religious corporations, such as phratriai, gene, orgeones, 
or thiasotai, and the leasing of such property was normally in the hands of the officers of these groups. 
Indeed, there is no evidence that any of these groups, apart from cults of the state, ever permitted their 
responsibilities in this sphere to pass into other hands than those of their officers or of members appointed for 
this purpose. So far as the evidence goes, land of a non-sacred character was held by the state only in special 
circumstances, and then, often, not for very long before it was disposed of. 

Land that was seized from private individuals as a result of offences against the state or of failure to 
meet obligations to the state was placed in the hands of the poletai, to be sold at public auction.® Such land 
thus remained in public hands only so long as the process of offering it for sale demanded, and there is no 
evidence that it was leased out as a temporary measure in the interval. 

6 See Robert (footnote 41 above, p. 64), pp. 189-203. 
7 See footnote 2 above, p. 149. 


8 Ath. Pol. 47.2. I do not believe that there is any evidence to support the contention of Andreyev ([footnote 1 above, p. 149] p. 44) 
that the state sometimes kept confiscated land temporarily or permanently. 
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Land seized from other states, such as that needed for the establishment of cleruchies, similarly passed 
out of public hands quite quickly, although title to it seems to have remained with the state; the implication of 
the earliest epigraphic document from Athens that we possess on the subject of cleruchies is that the cleruch 
was required to remain on this land, to work it, and not to lease it to anyone else, save to one of his kin.? 

Other foreign lands acquired by Athens, whether by seizure’® or by cession,'' if they were regarded as 
sacred in character, were leased out, probably always, through the agency of the Archon Basileus and the 
poletai. They were, in fact, temene of the sort described in the Athenaion Politeta. 


THE EPIGRAPHIC EVIDENCE 


From the period under consideration (late 6th through early 1st century B.c.) we possess more than seventy 
examples on stone of documents dealing with the leasing of public or semipublic real property, both in Attica 
and in territories under Athenian control. Of these, the excavations of the Athenian Agora have yielded 
sixteen examples. The paucity of these records is probably an accident of preservation, but the concentration 
of such documents in the second and third quarters of the 4th century indicates that at this time the au- 
thorities had the greatest incentive to commit such records to stone. At other times, there seems to have been 
less inclination on the part of the leasing authorities to employ this medium, but there is no reason to believe 
that the frequency of leasing was any less during periods when the epigraphic record is sparse than in peri- 
ods when it is abundant. 

The records are of several kinds and categories. Since many list more than one, in some cases very large 
numbers of leases, the total number of such leases that is now known exceeds three hundred; in only a few 
instances, however, is the history of an individual property known over an extended period, and in no case is 
the entire history of a leasehold property known. 
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For the most part, we know nothing whatsoever about the means by which these properties came into public 
hands, if, indeed, they were not so from the start. Nor do we know their ultimate fate, whether they contin- 
ued to be leased out or were sold off or passed, surreptitiously or by gradual encroachment, into private 
hands as the leasing authority became careless or itself passed out of existence. Nor, in many cases, do we 
know the reasons for the leasing of such properties. '* 


” IG 1°, 1. Opinions vary as to whether this decree deals with a cleruchy on Salamis or with Athenian settlers, or even with native 
Salaminians (see the discussion in Meiggs and Lewis, no. 14, pp. 25-27), but, as Meiggs and Lewis remark (p. 26), “the clauses that 
follow {line 1] make better sense if they refer to Athenians rather than natives.” If the subject of this decree is a cleruchy, it is likely to 
date very soon after the reforms of Kleisthenes (Meiggs and Lewis, p. 27) and before the cleruchy sent to Chalkis in 506 B.c. (Hero- 
dotos, 5.77.2). The cleruchs on Salamis seem to have been prohibited from leasing out their k/erot, except to kinsmen (?, line 4); a 
similar restriction seems to have been imposed upon the 4th-century cleruchs on Lemnos (L3, lines 30-31). L3, line 34 refers specifi- 
cally to rots ἐς Σαλαμίϊνα ------Ἰ, but, although the Salaminian cleruchy is probably implied here, it is not certain that the reference is 
to the terms of /G 1, 1. Whether such restrictions were always imposed is not clear: for instance, A. H. M. Jones (Athenian Democ- 
racy, Oxford 1969, p. 176) remarks: “There is in fact no clear evidence of an Athenian cleruch residing upon his lot overseas during 
the Pentacontaetia and the Peloponnesian War. I would suggest that they were not obliged or expected to do so, and that the allot- 
ments were regarded as endowments which qualified them for hoplite service: they might prefer to cultivate them themselves, but 
they seem normally to have been absentee landlords.” This seems to imply two kinds of cleruchy in the 5th century, one that was 
designed to supply men who acted “as a unit of the Home Guard, as it were” (B. Ὁ. Meritt, H. T. Wade-Gery, and M. F. Mc- 
Gregor, The Athenian Tribute Lists II, Princeton 1950, p. 293) and another that served merely to provide “endowments” that 
raised men from the thetic to the zeugite class and thus made available another source of hoplites for the army (Jones, p. 176). In the 
case of the Lemnian cleruchy of 387/6 (L3), there is some indication that not all the designated cleruchs went to the island: at any 
rate, provision seems to have been made for dealing with those who did not go (lines 46-53). On cleruchies in general, see H. Schul- 
thess, RE ΧΙ, 1922, cols. 814:63-832:51, s.v. κληροῦχοι; Meritt, Wade-Gery, and McGregor, pp. 282-297; A. J. Graham, Colony 
and Mother City, 2nd ed., Chicago 1983, pp. 166-192; Jones, pp. 161-180. 

10 L.2; properties on Euboia. 

'! L7; properties probably in the Oropia. 

'? On the origins of public landholding, see Andreyev (footnote 1 above, p. 149), pp. 44~46, especially p. 45. Cult properties, 
particularly those of Herakles, Dionysos, and Demeter and Kore, seem to have very early origins; those of Apollo, Zeus, Athena, 
Poseidon, and Pan are much later. Demes probably acquired their land “when the demes themselves were first formed as self- 
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Lands acquired by the Athenian state, whether by conquest, by confiscation, or by cession, are a special 
case: these are all foreign lands taken over by Athens in order to provide land for cleruchies or revenues for 
the state and its cults; land in Attica confiscated by the state was sold at auction by the poletai and thus need 
not concern us here. Such overseas territories might be leased out to Athenian citizens or metics, or even to 
natives, perhaps the original property owners, who must have regarded the rent that they were now called 
upon to pay as, in effect, a tax imposed by Athens. When Athens lost control of these territories, the native 
tenants presumably remained in possession and may have been permitted by their own state to resume legal 
ownership; the Athenians and metics, whether simple tenants or cleruchs, were surely evicted, although the 
only substantial record of such eviction occurs at the end of the Peloponnesian War, when Athens lost her 
empire. !° 


CATEGORIES OF OWNERSHIP OF PUBLIC LANDS 


There are five main categories of ownership of publicly held real property: 

1) the Athenian state; 

2) individual cults or sanctuaries whose officers acted as the leasing agents; 

3) individual cults or sanctuaries for whom the Athenian state acted as leasing agent; 

4) political bodies, such as phylai, trittyes, or demes, whose officers or appointees acted as the leasing 
agents; 

5) semipublic religious corporations, such as phratriai, gene, orgeones, or thiasotai, whose officers or 
appointees acted as leasing agents. 


TYPES OF RECORD 


In all these categories the records committed to stone by the leasing agents vary in form and complexity; the 
record may be in the form of a decree, sometimes a simple enabling decree, without elaborate conditions, 
sometimes a whole series of terms, conditions, and waivers; it may be merely a record of leases granted, 
whether individually or in bulk; or it may simply be an accounting entry under the rubric “total of rents 
received”. It is clear that there was no set practice and that more complete records must have existed else- 
where, to be consulted if the epigraphic record was deemed insufficient. The tenants may be individuals: 
Athenian citizens, metics, natives of the territory concerned, or perhaps (though no record of such exists) 
foreigners to whom Athens permitted short- or long-term sojourn in territories under its control, such as 
refugees or political exiles; or the tenants may themselves be public bodies: political organizations or reli- 
gious corporations. 


HISTORY OF THE LEASING OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ATTICA 
AND IN TERRITORIES CONTROLLED BY ATHENS 


Documents relating to the leasing out of public property in Attica or in territories controlled by the Athenian 
state are rare at all times. The greatest concentration of such records occurs in the second and third quarters 
of the 4th century B.c., probably reflecting the reforms initiated by Euboulos and his colleague and successor 
Lykourgos in the 340’s and 330’s.'* The absence of records on stone before this date seems to be a result of 


governing settlements,” before Attica was united, but phylai, trittyes, and, indeed, the state itself did not acquire their land until very 
late. The documentary evidence leaves “an impression of something artificial and laboriously made at a time when the reserves of 
‘free’ land in regions suitable for agriculture were long exhausted.” Religious organizations, such as phratriai and gene, developed 
their landholdings “at a time when these associations still occupied a compact territory,” but orgeones were not likely to have ac- 
quired land until a “time when Athens was becoming or already had become the political center of Attica.” 

13 Xenophon, Hellentka 2.2.2, 5-6; Andokides, de pace 11-12. 

14( Plutarch], Vit. X orat. 841B-D; for other references, see Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 228, note 123 and 
C. J. Schwenk, Athens in the Age of Alexander: The Dated Laws and Decrees of ‘the Lykourgan Era’ 338-322 B.C., Chicago 1983, 
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practice, rather than an accident of survival. Such lease records, if they existed, were evidently kept on more 
perishable material than inscribed stone stelai and have not survived.’° 

The earliest reference to the leasing of public property at Athens is not, in fact, either a lease or an 
enabling decree: rather, it is a decree of the Athenian state by which are set down the terms under which 
cleruchs(?) shall live on the island of Salamis, which Athens had recently annexed.'* The crucial clauses are 
partly, by no means certainly, restored; their import, however, is that each cleruch is forbidden to lease out his 
holding to anyone else, except to a kinsman(?), on pain of a fine to be paid by both parties to such an illegal 
lease (lines 3-7). Athens, by imposing this restriction, seems in some sense to retain legal title to the property, 
and the cleruch, by undertaking the obligations set upon him and by observing the restrictions of the decree, is, 
in effect, a tenant. Another, far more detailed text relating to cleruchies'’ amplifies the provisions set out in 
the Salamis decree and specifically refers to the conditions under which the cleruchs in Salamis hold their land 
(line 34). I assume from this passage that all Athenian cleruchies were set up along the same lines and with 
the same prohibitions against leasing, throughout the history of this institution: the cleruch held his land in 
trust, as it were, for the Athenian state. 

A Lex Sacra and associated decree of the deme of Melite may provide our next example of a lease of 
public property (Appendix, LA1).'* The Lex Sacra is dated soon after 480 B.c.; the decree, which is in- 
scribed upon the same stele, is placed sometime before 450 B.c. The stele is too fragmentary to permit co- 
herent restoration, but one fragment, /, whose precise location on the stele is unknown,'’ contains the terms 
[μι]σθοσθ͵αι) and μισθ----------------- ] in a context that may involve either leasing, contracts for public works, 
or payment of wages.”° 

The next dated lease record also involves a cleruchy, that established in the Chersonese a little after 
450 Β.α. UG 1", 417). This document appears to be a list of lands allocated to cleruchs or to other individuals. 
There is no reference to leasing, but the document seems similar to L2, a later record of state-owned land 
outside Attica that was leased out to individuals. 


passim, esp. pp. 455-463. Professor H. A. Thompson (per ep.): “I am struck by the fact that the period in which you find such an 
efflorescence of lease inscriptions should also have witnessed much activity in front of the Stoa Basileios: the ground level was raised, 
the little south porch was added to provide a more imposing entrance to the office of the Basileus in the south part of the Stoa, a set of 
beautiful new marble thrones replaced the old poros thrones in front of the building, and a great statue of Themis was erected on the 
axis of the Stoa. All this may reflect the revival in the prestige of the Areopagus that seems to be well attested for this period, but 
the construction of the south porch, much finer than the older north porch that seems to have stood in front of the entrance to the 
meeting place of the Areopagus in the north part of the Stoa, suggests that some attention was being paid to the Basileus as well as to 
the Areopagus.” 

'5 Cf. the statement of Ath. Pol. 47.4 that records of leases were kept on whitened boards (λελευκωμένα γραμματεῖα) by the 
public slave. See also Kent, pp. 243-244, on the various kinds of record that were kept by the authorities on Delos. On Athenian 
archives in general, see E. Posner, Archives in the Ancient World, Cambridge, Mass. 1972, pp. 91-117. See also Langdon, p. 61 
above and footnote 27. 

16 IG 1", 1 (late 6th or early 5th century B.c.: see footnote 9 above, p. 151); see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 1, pp. 50-51. 

171,3 (387/6 B.c.); see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 2, pp. 51-52. 

'8 LA1: The text was inscribed upon the four faces of a marble pillar that seems to have been set up in or near the Eleusinion. The 
Lex Sacra orders the re-publication of documents (θεσμοί) destroyed in the Persian invasion; the deme decree is concerned with 
further aspects of religious observance. 

19 Fragment / cannot be part of the deme decree on Face D: script and other considerations suggest that it belongs either near the 
top of Face A or on Face C. If it comes from Face A, it will be part of the decree of the Boule that authorized the re-publication of the 
ancient thesmor; this decree probably also provided for repairs and rebuilding in the area of the Eleusinion. If it derives from Face C, 
it will be part of these thesmoz. 

20 Lines 97 and 100. On μισθός, μίσθωσις, and similar words, see Schulthess (footnote 1 above, p. 149) and Attische Pachtur- 
kunden, pp. 7-48 and 107. Μισθός has several specialized meanings, but its basic sense is “recompense for work, service or mate- 
rials; hence, wages, pay, salary, fee”. This recompense may be in kind, in service, or in cash, in one payment or in several, regular or 
irregular; and the person performing the service may be free, indentured, slave, or serf (see LSJ, s.v. μισθός, etc. and P. Chantraine, 
Dictionnaire étymologique de la langue grecque: Histoire des mots, Paris 1968-1974, s.v. μισθός, etc.). There are dozens of examples 
in Attic documents of μισθός and its derivatives having this sense of “recompense for work done or services performed”, particularly 
in the context of public works (where the contractor is a μισθωτής), but there are relatively few cases of μισθός and μισθωτής mean- 
ing respectively “rent” or “tenant”. It is clear, however, in all these cases that the owner of the property that is being leased out re- 
gards it as something that will earn him recompense of some sort, usually money paid in regular installments: this is, after all, a 
natural extension of the idea of “recompense for work, service or material”. The property, in effect, works for hire, just as a slave may 
be rented out for hire. 
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Different in form is an enabling decree, by which the terms and conditions for the leasing out of parcels 
of land are laid down. What survives from the Agora is actually the rider to such a decree (L1).”! There is no 
indication of the location of this land: it may be overseas, a cleruchy or state-owned land, or in Attica. Nor is 
it clear whether this text is a decree of the Athenian state or the decision of some other political body. 

Different again is the record of moneys contributed to the funds of the hieropoioi or the epistatai of the 
Sanctuary of the Eleusinian Gods (JG I?, 395, lines 2 and 5). Their income includes the rent of a stable (lines 
2-3) and other buildings at Eleusis (line 5), the stable being rented to another cult, that of Heros Iatros. 
IG 1°, 392, lines 10-11 and 394, line 10 may be parts of the same record. This is our first case in which a 
public or semipublic body is itself a tenant. The property of a god provides also our sixth example of the 
leasing of public lands: part of the records of the amphiktyones of the Sanctuary of Apollo Delios, dated 
to 4434/3 and 433/2 Βα. (16 1", 402). Properties on Delos itself and on the island of Rheneia were leased out 
to private individuals for a term of ten years in each case:?? these properties included lands, gardens, and 
houses. This record is the first of several that survive relating to the property of the Sanctuary of Delian 
Apollo: the others, all but two, are dated in the 4th century.”? 

Next, dated between 430 and 410 B.c., is a list of temene on the island of Euboia, owned by the Athenian 
state and leased out to individuals (LL2).24 Some of these persons may be natives of Euboia, perhaps the 
original owners of these properties, dispossessed when Athens confiscated the land after the Euboian Revolt. 
The temene are apparently listed as the property of some god, rather than of the Athenian state. The term 
temenos here embraces arable land, olive groves, and other types of cultivated land. The form of this record is 
similar to that of JG 1, 417, although it is more complete.?° 

The first, and only, complete enabling decree to survive is dated to 418/17 B.c.2° This is a decree of the 
Athenian state (lines 1-11), together with a rider to the decree (lines 11ff.), by which an enclosure for the 
hieron of Kodros, Neleus, and Basile is authorized, together with the lease of the temenos κατὰ τὰς συν- 
γραφάς (lines 4-5). The moneys from the lease are to be employed for the building works (lines 8-9). The 
Archon Basileus is instructed to see to the leasing of the temenos (lines 6-7); in the rider he is joined by the 
poletai, and the temenos is identified as that of Neleus and Basile. The lease is to be for 20 years, and the rent 
is to be paid each year in the ninth prytany to the apodektai, who are to transfer the funds to the Treasurers of 
the Other Gods xara τὸν νόμον. The Archon Basileus is instructed to have the names of the tenant and of his 
guarantors inscribed on the wall (of the temenos?), and the Secretary to the Boule is to have the decree itself 
inscribed and set up in the Neleion (summary of lines 11-28). There follow more detailed terms and condi- 
tions of the lease: the tenant is to construct the enclosure for the hieron of Kodros, Neleus, and Basile and is to 


21 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 5, p. 55. 

*2 IG 1", 402, lines 15 and 20 for Delos and line 24 for Rheneia. The phrase xara ras ξυγγραφάς (line 19) indicates that there 
were separate lease contracts; the difference in starting dates shows that there were “no general laws or set of regulations that applied 
to all estates alike” (Kent, p. 259). 

23 There are two other records from the 5th century: J. Coupry, “Etudes d’épigraphie délienne I,” BCH 61, 1937 (pp. 364-379), 
pp. 366-368, no. 1 (410/09) and pp. 369-373, no. 2 (408/7 s.c.). All other records are dated to the 4th century: JG 112, 1633A, 
lines 1-19; 1634, line 8; 1635A, lines 26-30, 64-67, 100-110 (also ? 1635B, lines 141-151); 1636A, lines 1-5; 1638A, lines 8-34; 
1641A, lines 8-23; 1641 aA, lines 6-12; 1641 b, lines 1-7 (also ἢ 1645, lines 1-61). See Kent, pp. 258-262. 

*4 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 7, p. 61. This text is generally taken to be a part of the document referred to by Aelian (Varia 
historia 6.1 [an abridged version of which i is Agora III, no. 4): ᾿Αθηναῖοι κρατήσαντες Χαλκιδέων κατεκληρούχησαν αὐτῶν τὴν 
γῆν ἐς δισχιλίους κλήρους, τὴν Ἱππόβοτον καλουμένην χώραν, τεμένη δὲ ἀνῆκαν τῇ ᾿Αθηνᾷ ἐ ἐν τῷ Ληλάντῳ ὀνομαζομένῳ 
τόπῳ, τὴν δὲ “λοιπὴν ἐμίσθωσαν κατὰ τὰς στήλας τὰς πρὸς τῇ βασιλείῳ στοᾷ ἑστηκυίας, αἵπερ οὖν τὰ τῶν μισθώσεων 
ὑπομνήματα εἶχον. 

25 See above, p. 153. 

26 IG I3, 84; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 6, PP. 55-61. The lease is the responsibility of the Archon Basileus, who i is instructed 
(lines 22-25) as follows: ὁ δὲ βασιλεὺς ἐχσαλεφσάτο τὸν πριάμενον τ]ὲν ἰλύν, ἐπειδὰν ἀποδοῖ τὲμ μίσθοσιν' τὸν δὲ μισθοσά- 
μενον τὸ τέμ]ενος καὶ ὁπόσο ἂν μισθόσεται ἀντενγραφσάτο 6 βασιλεὺς ἐς τὸν τ| οἶχον καὶ τὸς ἐγγυετὰς κατὰ τὸν νόμον ὅσπερ 
κεῖται τὸν τεμενῶν. I have taken the éoichos of lines 24--25 to be probably that of the temenos itself, but Professor H. A. Thompson 
remarks (per ep.) that the verb (line 22) “implies writing with ink, and this could best be done on a plastered surface. Such a surface, 
I believe, existed in the Stoa [Basileios], viz. on the rear wall which, as J. Travlos and I believe, was of crude brick on a stone socle, 
and so must have been plastered. I think one should also consider the possibility that this was the wall on which the Laws of Solon 
were written at one stage in the long process of revision: Andokides, 1.82, 84, 85 [ = Agora III, no. 6]. I say this pace A. Fingarette, 
Hesperia 40, 1971, pp. 331ff. I can’t bring myself to believe that a series of stelai would have been referred to as a toichos.” 
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plant not less than two hundred olive trees in the temenos, more if he wishes, and is to have rights to the rain 
water in the ditch; the extent of the ditch over which he is to have rights is carefully defined (lines 29-38). 

I have quoted this decree at some length because it is the first indication of several features of the leasing 
of public property that later become quite common and because it is also the first clear example of the state 
acting as leasing agent for a public cult. The συνγραφαί that are mentioned in the decree and in the rider 
(lines 5 and 31) are clearly detailed instructions and specifications for the construction of the enclosure of the 
hieron, not the terms under which the temenos is to be leased. The νόμος under which the apodektai receive 
and transfer the rent money to the Treasurers of the Other Gods (lines 15-18) is not so easily disposed of. At 
first sight, it appears to be a law governing the disposition of sacred funds; but what, then, is the law under 
which the Archon Basileus has inscribed the names of the tenant and his guarantors (lines 23-25)? Is it the 
same law? Or is it another law that governs the lease of public lands? I believe that the two laws are the 
same, but the ambiguity is one of several difficulties in the interpretation of this document that are caused by 
poor drafting of the text. The mover of the decree and of its rider, Adosios, was evidently aware of these diffi- 
culties, but his rider actually creates more problems than it solves. 

If there was such a law by which the leasing of publicly owned property was governed, it may well have 
been of fairly recent origin. ‘There seems to have been a preoccupation with the financing, administration, 
and boundaries of sanctuaries at about this time, perhaps reflecting the unsettled conditions of the Archida- 
mian War and the subsequent influx of people into Athens.”’ The present document, in fact, provides some 
of this evidence. Lines 7-8 include instructions to the horistai, who are to establish the boundaries of the 
sanctuary so that the enclosure may be correctly placed, and this measure, I believe, implies that confusion 
had arisen over its extent, which the new enclosure was designed to eliminate. 

Our next example,”® dated between 410 and 404 B.c., is not an enabling decree or lease record but a 
decree dealing with various kinds of tax, perhaps in land overseas controlled by Athens (line 9 refers to 
apotkiai and klerouchiaz, for instance): among the items to be taxed are leases of land, houses, and other real 
estate (lines 5-6), but it is unclear whether these are public or private leases.° 

At some time between 430 and 400 B.c., the deme of Plotheia passed a decree concerning the adminis- 
tration of the deme’s revenues;*” these included funds derived from rent of real property owned by the deme 
(line 10). The moneys derived from these leases (lines 22-25) and from interest earned on the deme’s funds 
were to be used for the religious affairs of the deme. 

The last dated lease record of the 5th century is another accounting record from Eleusis:?! in 408/7 B.c. 
the income of the epistatai of the Sanctuary of the Eleusinian Gods included the rent paid for a temenos in 
Kythnos (line 147). There is no indication of the terms or conditions of this lease. 

The lease records of the 5th century, sparse and fragmentary though they are, can be grouped into four 
out of the five categories into which fall the lease records of later times from Attica and the territories under 
Athenian control. ‘The properties involved are cleruchies, to which Athens apparently retained legal title; 
properties taken over from tributary allies or subject states; properties owned by cults and sanctuaries, in 
Attica or elsewhere; and the property of lesser political organizations, such as demes. Only the fifth category 
is absent, properties owned by semipublic organizations such as phratriai, gene, and orgeones. It is notable 
that, except for the cleruchies, all these properties seem to have had religious significance, and this is equally 
true of the much more ample records of the 4th century: the revenues from these leases are often specifically 
tied to a particular cult or festival. 


27 Thucydides, 2.14.1, 17.1-3; see J. 5. Boersma, Athenian Building Policy from 56 1/0 to 405/4 B.C., Groningen 1970, 
chap. VII, pp. 82-96, esp. pp. 87-92, for the buildings of this period. 

28 IG I>, 237; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 43, p. 99. 

25 Taxes, of course, could be levied on either public or private leases and paid by the tenant, unless he was granted specific exemp- 
tion by the lessor, who then became responsible. What may be envisaged in 706 1", 237 is a “mixed” colony made up partly of cler- 
uchs, partly of settlers, the latter not necessarily Athenians. Models for such “mixed” colonization are provided by Amphipolis and 
Thourioi. See P. A. Brunt, “Athenian Settlements Abroad in the Fifth Century B.C.,” in Ancient Society and Institutions: Studies 
Presented to Victor Ehrenberg on his 75th Birthday, Oxford 1965 (pp. 71-92), pp. 73-75. 

°° IG 1", 258; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 21, pp. 73-74. 

31 IG 1", 386, line 147; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 8, p. 61. 
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One more fragmentary lease, apparently granted by a phyle (ΤῸ 1", 252, lines 7-19), may be dated 
either to the late 5th or to the early 4th century. 

In the 4th century the number of lease records increases dramatically, especially around the middle of 
the century: as well as the extensive series of mine leases (see Langdon, pp. 60-62 above), there are records 
in all the categories described above, and the number of leases granted by political organizations is much 
increased. Leases granted by semipublic religious corporations also become more and more common. 

The earliest 4th-century examples of lease records are found in the accounts of the Delian amphikty- 
ones (JG 1", 1633A, lines 1-19; 1634, line 8), which are similar to, but less detailed than, those of the 
5th century.*? In 387/6 B.c. Athens once again established a cleruchy on Lemnos, and a fragmentary decree 
survives (L3)*? in which the activities of the cleruchs are defined: they are restrained, as had been their 
predecessors on the island of Salamis,** from leasing out the whole or part of their holdings, except under 
certain conditions. The restrictive clauses appear to be similar to, but rather fuller than, those of 70 1", 1, but 
the fragmentary nature of the text makes restoration difficult. 

The accounts of the Delian amphiktyones continue through the middle of the century:*° these vary in 
the amount of information that they provide regarding individual leases, but there is a tendency for them to 
become more detailed and to describe individual leases, rather than merely give a block total, as time goes 
on;*° this development perhaps reflects practices in other areas of public leasing, such as the mine leases, 
which were carefully detailed by the poletai from the early 360’s on (passim, P5-P51, pp. 76-137 above). 

It appears that questions about the ownership and extent of public property were now being raised 
more often by the members of religious and political organizations. In 363/2 B.c. the Salaminioi of the 
Heptaphylai and the Salaminioi from Sounion were in dispute over the ownership of sanctuaries and real 
property and the control of festivals (L4, line 24).57 This dispute was settled by arbitration. Among the 
points discussed was the disposition of rents received on properties belonging to the Salaminioi and leased 
out. These properties were to continue to be leased until the terms of their lease expired (lines 58-61), 
and the revenues from them were to be divided equally between the two branches of the Salaminioi and used 
for the maintenance of sacrifices and festivals. What was to be done with these properties after the terms of 
their leases expired is not made clear. 

Before and around the middle of the century the number of lease records issued by political and religious 
groups increased. One such is the lengthy and complex decree of the state (JG II’, 204) by which the boun- 
daries of the Sacred Orgas of the Eleusinian Gods were fixed, dated to 352/1 B.c. Evidently encroachments 
had occurred, and the authorities were concerned to re-establish the boundaries securely and to decide there- 
after what to do with the land; they determined, in fact, to send a delegation to Delphi to ask the god Apollo 
what to do: whether or not the Sacred Orgas was to be leased out by the Archon Basileus and the revenues so 
raised to be used for the construction of a portico and the repair of the hieron of the Eleusinion in the City 
(lines 12-30). A commission of fifteen men was appointed to determine the boundaries of the Sacred Orgas 
(lines 5-10 and 74-84). 

Documents issued at about this time by political bodies include a decree of the trittys of Epakreis,**® by 
which a chorion on the Mesogeia was leased out; the rent may have been destined for religious purposes, but 
the fragmentary nature of this document makes restoration impossible. Also at about the same date the deme 
of Teithras issued two decrees under the terms of which the κοινά of the deme were to be leased out to private 


32 1G 1", 402 and Coupry, BCH 61, 1937, pp. 366-373, nos. 1 and 2 (see footnotes 22 and 23 above, p. 154). 

33 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 2, pp. 51-52 (see also footnote 9 above, p. 151). 

34 IG 1", 1; see footnotes 9 and 16 above, pp. 151, 153. 

35 See footnote 23 above, p. 154. JG II?, 1635 A and B are dated between 377/6 and 374/3 and 1638A to 359/8 B.c.; the rest are 
all of the mid-4th century. 

36 Kent (p. 259) comments that by 375/4 B.c. the Delian and Rheneian leases were synchronized and all new leases were there- 
after issued simultaneously. This fact, I believe, provides some indication that by 375/4 s.c. the properties administered by the 
Delian amphiktyones were subject to a uniform set of regulations or law, perhaps one specifically designed for Delos, or, perhaps, 
one governing all state-administered leases. 

37 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 34, p. 90. 

38 TG II?, 2490; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 45 a, pp. 100-101. 
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individuals. The first of these*? includes an elaborate series of topographical references by which the prop- 
erty in question was defined (lines 8-11), as well as all the terms of the lease, which was to be in perpetuity 
(line 12). The tenant was to pay the rent each year and to pay any evsphora: that might be demanded of him, 
as well as normal taxes (lines 29-33). The tenant-designate was praised for his services to the deme (lines 
5-7); this seems to indicate that his tenancy was designed, in fact, as a kind of liturgy, not necessarily provid- 
ing him with adequate returns on his outlay but ensuring a regular income for the deme. The moneys thus 
realized were not tied to any specific purpose: rather, they were designed so that the demesmen of Teithras 
εἰδῶσι τὰ ὑπάρχοντα Kal τὰ προσίοντα (lines 2-3). In other words, the tenant undertook to pay, in the form 
of rent, a sort of annuity to the deme. The second decree of this deme from this period (SEG XXIV, 152) 
may well have been similarly motivated but is very much simpler in form: it merely lists three leasehold 
properties and their tenants, without any indication of the terms and conditions. 

Other demes, too, recorded on stone at this time leases granted to individuals, probably with similar 
motivations to those affecting the demesmen of Teithras. We possess examples from Acharnai (L5),*° from 
Prasiai,*! from Aixone,‘*? from Rhamnous,** and from Eleusis,** all dated between 350 and 330 B.c. Some of 
these are very detailed, for instance, the decree from Rhamnous just mentioned, which in fact represents one 
of the few instances in which we can trace the history of a lease over two accounting periods. Two properties 
are involved (lines 3-41 and 42—94), one of which is described as having been farmed by another man than 
the present tenant (lines 5-6). Since the tenancy of the new lease was to stand for ten years, from 339/8 B.c., 
it is likely that the earlier lease had a similar term; we can thus trace the history of this property back to 
349 (8 B.c. Detailed instructions are given to the new tenant as to what he may or may not do with the land 
(lines 15-31); since the tenancy will expire after ten years and the property is evidently a valuable one, such 
care in defining what is to be done with it is understandable. Other provisions of the lease involve the settle- 
ment of disputes, lodging of an apotimema, care and upkeep of a building, and so on (lines 32-41), and the 
second lease is similarly closely defined (lines 42-94). The decree ends with provisions for sacrifice to Apollo 
Lykeios (lines 95ff.). Jameson, who has most recently edited this document and new fragments of it (footnote 
43 above), suggests that the lessors are not the authorities of the deme of Rhamnous but a small group of 
wealthy individuals constituting a meros. The previous tenant, and also the future tenant, may have been, in 
fact, members of this meros, which acted, in effect, as a group of liturgists on behalf of the deme. The deme, 
through its wealthier members, obtained the wherewithal to carry on a specific religious activity, as well as 
ensuring the upkeep of one of its more valuable assets. 

Jameson compares*° the extremely detailed conditions of these two leases from Rhamnous (which can 
be matched, though with less elaboration, in the lease from Aixone**) with another extremely detailed lease 
of a temenos on the island of Amorgos, which, he believes, may reflect the influence of the agricultural 
theorist and Atthidographer Androtion, who acted as Athenian Governor of Amorgos at the time when this 
lease was drawn up:*’ some of its terminology and provisions may derive from Androtion’s work Georgzka, 


°° SEG XXIV, 151; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 24, pp. 76-80 and Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 189-200. 

10 This decree might in some way be related to the series of leases of rights-of-way for an aqueduct granted to the deme of Achar- 
nai at about the same date (see footnote 57 below, p. 158). 

*1 IG II?, 2497; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 27, pp. 84-85. 

42 IG II, 2492; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 25, pp. 80-83. 

IG 112, 2493 + 2494, with further additions: see M. H. Jameson, “The Leasing of Land in Rhamnous,” in Hesperia, 
Suppl. XIX, pp. 66-74; Professor Jameson has very kindly shown me the text of the paper given by him at the Eighth International 
Congress of Greek and Latin Epigraphy in Athens, 1982 (“Agriculture and Greek Inscriptions: Rhamnous and Amorgos,” in Πρακ- 
τικὰ τοῦ H’ Διέθνους Luvedpiov ᾿ Ἑλληνικῆς καὶ Λατινικῆς ᾿Επιγραφικῆς, ᾿Αθῆνα, 3-4 ° OxrwBpiov 1982, Τόμος B’, pp. 290-292 
[forthcoming]), in which he places JG 112, 2493 and 2494 in the same stele. See also Attische Pachturkunden, nos. 23 and 26, 
pp. 75-76 and 83-84 and Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 200-205. 

4 SEG XXVI, 134 = XXVIII, 103, dated to 333/2 B.c. 

45 Jameson (footnote 43 above). Professor Jameson has kindly given me this information, which derives from his forthcoming 
study of ancient Greek agricultural practices. 

46 See footnote 42 above. 

17 For the Amorgos lease, see JG XII 7, 62 = Dittenberger, S'yil.>, 963; for Androtion’s Georgika, see FGH IIIb, Supplement 2, 
Leiden 1954, p. 80, on FGH 324, F 75-82. For Androtion’s governorship, see JG XII 7, 5 = Dittenberger, Syil.3, 193. 
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described by Jacoby as a “short treatise in one book designed apparently for the practical use of the Attic 
farmer.” 

Another lease (SEG XXVIII, 103), dated to 333/2 B.c., indicates another method by which a wealthy 
benefactor might assist his deme. In this case, the deme of Eleusis decided to lease out the use of a quarry to 
the highest bidder (lines 21-24) and to use the money so obtained for the festival of Herakles in Akris (lines 
31-34). The successful bidder was granted a five-year lease, in addition to which he made an outright gift of 
money to the god (lines 6-9). He was, however, constrained under the terms of the decree to furnish two 
guarantors who would swear to ensure payment of the rent at the proper time (lines 29-30). 

The provision of a regular income with which to carry on religious activities was very likely the major 
function of leases by religious organizations as well. ‘To the same period as the deme decrees discussed above 
belong several leases issued by such religious organizations: the merita: of the Kytherioi, who leased out a 
workshop, house, and little dung-house in Peiraieus in perpetuity in return for a regular income,*® the 
orgeones of Bendis, who seem to have leased out their cult building in return for its upkeep, on condition that 
they were permitted access for cult purposes,*? and the orgeones of the Heros [Iatros], who leased out a 
garden in 333/2 B.c. for 30 years, permitting the tenant to build a house on the property and to remove from 
it at the expiry of his tenancy the roof tiles and timber that he had put into it (SEG XXIV, 203). Bulk rec- 
ords of leases, similar to those of the sanctuaries of Apollo Delios and of the Eleusinian Gods,°° become 
increasingly common around and after the middle of the 4th century. These bulk records were issued by the 
Athenian state, acting as leasing agent for a variety of cults of which that of Athena Polias was the most 
important. The motivation for such bulk leasing is unclear: we do not know whether the leases recorded here 
were new ventures or merely the gathering of many existing leases into one basket. The system is, of course, 
very similar to that employed from the early 360’s by the poletai for the recording of leases of state-owned 
mines and sales of confiscated properties, and it is possible that the poletai, together with the Archon 
Basileus, were responsible for this system of leases of real property as well, as they had been in the 5th 
century*! and continued to be on at least one occasion as late as the 330’s (L7). In these bulk records a series 
of leases is listed. The owner of the properties may be a single cult or sanctuary, or there may be several 
owners; in each case, such ownership is indicated by the heading of the stele, in the case of a single owner 
(L9, line 1), or by a general heading followed by sub-headings throughout the text, when several owners are 
involved (L6, lines 2-3 and passim). The leased properties themselves are described briefly, with the names 
of the tenants and their guarantors and the amount of the rent for each property. The terms and conditions 
are not listed, and it must be assumed that these were recorded elsewhere or defined by a general law of the 
kind that I have suggested was in force at the time that JG 1", 84 was put into effect.°? 

The earliest such bulk record may date to the 5th century (L2). From the 4th century comes the record 
_ of the lease of properties on Salamis,** perhaps a record of properties owned by the state rather than of cult 
properties, and those of 343/2 B.c. (L6),°* of ca. 338-326 B.c. (L9-L12),*° and of the late 4th or early 3rd 
century B.c. (L14 and L15),*° all, perhaps, parts of the same series of leases of cult properties for which the 
state acted as leasing agent. 

The deme of Acharnai provides the earliest examples of a political body acting as tenant rather than as 
lessor. Around the middle of the 4th century the deme rented land in perpetuity from several private indi- 
viduals living in Acharnai or in neighboring demes, in order to obtain a right-of-way for an aqueduct.°’ 


48 TG 112, 2496; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 35, pp. 90-91. 

49 IG 112, 1361; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 37, p. 96. 

50 For Apollo Delios, see above, pp. 154, 155, and 156 and footnotes 23, 32, 35, and 36; for the Eleusinian Gods, see above, 
pp. 150, 154, 155 and footnote 31. 

51 See above, pp. 154-155. 

52 See above, pp. 150, 154-155 and footnote 26. 

53 1G 112, 1590 a (ante med. s. IV a.); see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 33, pp. 89-90. 

54 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 11, pp. 62-63. 

55 For L10, see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 14, pp. 67-68. 

56 For Lida, see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 12, p. 63. 

57 IG 112, 2491 and 2502 and SEG XIX, 181 and 182; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 22, pp. 74-75. E. Vanderpool has sug- 
gested that this series of leases was granted not to the deme of Acharnai but to the state: “The Athenian Aqueduct,” in Χαριστήριον 
eis ᾿Αναστάσιον K. ᾿Ορλάνδον I, Athens 1965, pp. 165-175. See footnote 40 above, p. 157. 
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There is no earlier inscriptional evidence, but it is quite possible that the state and other political bodies had 
entered into similar perpetual leases as early as the 6th century B.c. in order to acquire rights-of-way or land 
for public purposes.°*® | 

We have already seen a 5th-century example of a property leased by a cult,°’ although the property in 
question was secular rather than religious in character. It is possible that other cults, particularly those of 
foreign origin, may have entered into similar leasing arrangements, especially at the beginning of their 
history; the grants of enktesis to the Thracian worshippers of Bendis (JG 112, 1283, a decree of the 3rd 
century, whose lines 4—7 refer back to the original grant of enktests, dated shortly before 429/8 B.c.), the 
Egyptian worshippers of Isis (JG II?, 337, 333/2 B.c.), and the Cypriot worshippers of Aphrodite (referred 
to in JG II’, 337, lines 42-45, and thus dated shortly before 333/2 B.c.) permitted these cults to own, rather 
than lease, land, but they may have leased land until the grants of enktests were made to them.®° There is a 
slight possibility that L16, a lease of the late 2nd or early 1st century B.c., is an example of a cult (that of 
Bendis and Deloptis) leasing property from the state, but, so far as this document can be restored, the lan- 
guage suggests in fact the reverse. Phylai, as well as demes and trittyes, could own property and often leased 
it out for profit: from the 330’s or 320’s there survives a complete, but unfortunately very badly damaged, 
stele that records the results of land survey in the Oropia, involving the phylai Aigeis and Aiantis (L8). 
These phylai had been jointly allotted land on the frontier between Oropos and Attica, when the territory of 
Oropos was ceded to Athens in 338 B.c. Encroachments had occurred, both by tenants and by non-leasing 
neighbors, in land that was hilly and difficult to survey. All properties in the area were surveyed and their 
boundaries recorded upon the stele, including records of leasing wherever this had occurred; copies of this 
record may have been set up in the κοινά of each of the phylai concerned.°®! 

Apart from the bulk leases mentioned earlier, the state also granted individual leases of state- or cult- 
owned property. By a decree of the state, dated between 338 and 330 B.c. (L7),°* sacred land probably re- 
cently acquired by Athens as the result of the cession to it of the territory of Oropos was also leased out, the 
moneys accruing from the rents to be used for the celebration of the Lesser Panathenaia (lines 4-11). The 
officers charged with letting out the property, which was divided into two parcels and leased to the highest 
bidder, were the poletai (lines 11-12). The decree is one of those measures initiated by associates of the 
statesman Lykourgos during his own and his predecessor Euboulos’ administrations by which the religious 
and financial administration of the state was reformed and put on a firm footing.°* The bulk leases referred 
to above (L6, L9-L12, L14, L15) probably represent another aspect of these reforms, dealing as they do with 
the leases of cult properties for which the state acted as leasing agent. 

Three other possible individual leases apparently granted by the state at about this time are too frag- 
mentary to permit coherent restoration.°* A more complete example of a lease granted by the state is dated a 
little after 336/5 B.c.°° Its terminology suggests that this is a grant of a lease of a mine, rather than of some 
other kind of property. 

Just before the death of Alexander the Great another type of lease of public property is found. The deme 
of Peiraieus in 324/3 B.c. passed a decree by which a group of contractors was granted a lease of the princi- 
pal theater in Peiraieus (L13):°° in return for carrying out repairs and extensions to the theater, the con- 
tractors were given the right to collect and to use for their own purposes the entry fees paid by spectators 
(lines 9-16). Such “performance leases” may have been quite common, but this is the only undoubted exam- 
ple to survive. The contractors really undertook, as it were, a liturgy, for which the gate money is unlikely to 


"8 The earliest such case was, perhaps, the Peisistratid aqueduct; see Boersma (footnote 27 above, p. 155), no. 104, p. 224. 

>? See above, p. 154. 

6° On enktests see J. Pecirka, The Formula for the Grant of Enktesis in Attic Inscriptions, Prague 1966, esp. pp. 137-149. 

°! M. K. Langdon, “An Athenian Decree Concerning Oropos,” Hesperia 56, 1987, pp. 47-58. For a different interpretation of the 
context of this document, see Osborne, “Social and Economic Implications,” p. 286 and note 22. 

62 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 13, pp. 63-67. Langdon (p. 64 above with footnotes 40 and 41) disagrees with regard to both 
the nature and the location of this territory. 

63 See footnote 14 above, pp. 152-153. 

64 IG II?, 295 and 310: a little before 336/5; and JG II’, 341: 333/2 s.c. 

6° IG II?, 411; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 18, pp. 71-72 and Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 206-215. 

66 See Attische Pachturkunden, nos. 30 and 31, pp. 86-88. 
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have recompensed them in full: I have mentioned above similar cases in which the persons acting as leasing 
agents for the deme or other organization are themselves among the tenants, as Jameson has recently sug- 
gested.°’ It is perhaps a natural extension of the system of liturgies and of the practice of farming out taxes. 

The deme of Peiraieus was also responsible in 321/0 B.c. UG 112, 2498) for the leases of several temene 
owned by the deme, which seem to have been let for a term of ten years. The provisions of these leases included 
the lodging of securities (apotimemata), guarantors, exemption from taxes and eisphorat, prohibitions against 
removal of mud, earth, and timber, fixed dates for payment of installments of rent, and restrictions on the use 
of the land. | 

After the death of Alexander the Great the number of lease records declines sharply. This fact is proba- 
bly a reflection of the confused political situation over the ensuing half-century. All categories of lease record 
appear, however, except those revealed by temple accounts.°® 

There are three examples of late 4th- or early 3rd-century bulk records (L14a and 1,14}; L15): leases of 
sacred properties granted by the state acting as agent for their owners. As such, they may represent the 
continuation of the series from 343/2 and 333 /2 B.c.°° 

In 306/5 B.c. the orgeones of Egretes,’° and in the late 4th century the orgeones of Hypodektes,’! 
granted leases by which, in return for the use of the hieron, the tenant paid rent to the orgeones, allowed 
them access for cult purposes, and was subject to certain restrictions and conditions as well as being granted 
concessions. These were clearly efforts on the part of the orgeones to obtain a regular source of funds for 
the continuation of their cult, and the tenants in each case were probably members of the same group, so that 
the leases were, in effect, liturgies. ’? 

There are two more examples of documents issued by demes late in the 4th century. One is too fragmen- 
tary to permit restoration;’’ the other is an agreement entered into by the demes of Thria and Eleusis,’* by 
which the deme of Eleusis takes out a lease for ten years on a synoztkia (probably a market building with 
separate stalls for merchants) in the agora of the Thriasians (lines 2-3). As in many other lease agreements 
entered into by demes, the text is quite elaborate, with many terms, conditions, and restrictions, but is too 
fragmentary for the most part to permit coherent restoration. ‘The document includes an inventory of equip- 
ment. This is the only surviving example of the lease by one political body of a property belonging to another. 

The first half of the 3rd century provides further examples of leases granted by political bodies. The first 
is a lease granted by the deme of Prasiai’° involving a penalty clause in the event of non-payment of the rent 
(lines 4-11), as well as a war-damage clause (lines 11-16). It also includes an inventory of equipment (lines 
16-27). There are two fragmentary leases issued by phylai. The phyle of Erechtheis granted a lease in which 
was included a clause permitting the officers of the phyle to make an annual inspection of the property to see 
that it was in good order and being properly farmed.”® Another, granted by an unknown phyle,”’ despite its 
fragmentary condition indicates that phylai (and probably also other political bodies) followed a similar 

67 Jameson, Hesperia, Suppl. XIX (see footnote 43 above, p. 157), pp. 72-74. 

68 This situation is not surprising in view of Delos’ achievement of independence from Athens in 314 B.c. The absence of any 
record from Eleusis may be due merely to an accident of survival. The authorities in independent Delos seem to have continued the 
system initiated by the Athenian amphiktyones: see Kent, p. 260, note 49. 

6° L.6, L9-L12. I suggested in 1983 (“Part IV” [footnote 1 above, p. 149], p. 230 and note 135) that the so-called Rationes 
Centesimarum (IG 112, 1594-1603+) might represent continuation, in a different form, of the series L6 and L9-L12 but noted in 
1984 (“Part V” [footnote 1 above, p. 149], p. 361, note 2) that this speculation should be abandoned or at least modified. Osborne 
({footnote 6 above, p. 58], pp. 56-59) has now made the plausible suggestion that the Rationes Centestmarum actually should be 
regarded as records of leases rather than of sales of land. If he is correct in this view, then my suggestion of 1983 may be valid after 
all. See also Osborne, “Social and Economic Implications,” p. 284. Since, however, the bulk of the fragments of the Rationes Cente- 
simarum derive from finds on the Akropolis, rather than from the Agora, I have thought it best to omit them from discussion here. 

70 [0 II?, 2499; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 39, pp. 96-97. 

1G 112, 2501; see Attesche Pachturkunden, no. 40, pp. 97-98. 

72 See Jameson’s remarks about the Rhamnous lease (JG 112, 2493 + 2494) and my comments thereon, above, pp. 157 and 
159-160, footnotes 43 and 67. 

"3 IG II*, 1211AB. L15 may also belong to this category. 

™4 IG 112, 2500; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 32, p. 89. 

75 SEG XXI, 644; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 28, p. 85. 


76 IG 112, 1165, line 17; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 19, p. 73. 
77 IG 112, 1168; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 20, p. 73. 
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course to that followed by the state in protecting their interest in the leasehold property. What survives of this 
document is a clause relating to payment of the rent to the officers of the phyle; the terminology is very similar 
to that of JG I?, 84.’8 A long clause defines the duties and obligations of the guarantors of the leases (lines 
11-19), and a final clause deals with the publication of the decree, together with the names of the tenants and 
their guarantors which are to be written beside the synthekaz (lines 19-25: evidently the terms and conditions 
of the individual leases rather than this decree, which seems to be merely an enabling decree).”° 

To 300/299 B.c. belongs the lease record by which the phratria of the Dyaleis entered into an agreement 
to lease its kouznon at Myrrhinous.®? The tenant was constrained by an elaborate series of conditions under 
which he was to farm the property and care for its buildings (lines 19-25), and specific dates were set for the 
payment of the rent, together with penalties for non-payment (lines 25-41). He was also exempted from 
taxes on the property and protected against losses by enemy action or from any other cause (lines 14-16). By 
a clause unique in this series of lease records the tenant was also given the option to purchase the property 
outright at any time during the term of his lease (lines 41-54): the rent was 600 drachmas a year, for ten 
years, but the tenant was permitted to buy the property for 5,000 drachmas and any unpaid rent. The lessors 
thus obtained a steady source of income for ten years and, in addition, had the chance of converting their 
property into cash, which presumably could then be lent out at interest. Whether this was a wise course to 
take in the unsettled conditions of the 3rd century is, of course, a moot point, but the owners may have felt 
that cash in hand was safer than a country property subject to natural disasters or to enemy action.*! 

To the latter part of the 3rd century belongs the result of a dispute amongst the members of a group of 
orgeones.** It appears that certain members of the cult had treated its property as their own and had sold it, 
hypothecated it as security for a loan, or leased it out to their own advantage. Perhaps the origin of the 
dispute was an earlier tenancy by a liturgist, who then misappropriated the property. In any case, the result 
of the settlement was a prohibition upon the selling, hypothecation, or lease of cult property except for the 
purpose of carrying on the cult. 

Three other fragmentary lease records survive from late in the 3rd century.®? They are possibly deme 
decrees but are too fragmentary to permit restoration. 

Our last record of leasing of public property before the Roman era is a tantalizing fragment of a decree 
of the orgeones of Bendis and Deloptis (L16)** dated late in the 2nd or early in the 1st century B.c. It appears 
to be an agreement on the part of the orgeones to lease out part of their property to the Athenian state, al- 
though too little survives for coherent restoration to be possible. I have already mentioned the possibility that 
this may, instead, be an agreement on the part of the state to lease property to the orgeones.*° 

To the early Imperial era belongs a document concerned with the repair and upkeep of sanctuaries 
throughout Attica.*° Among its provisions is a clause (lines 16-20) by which leases of sacred properties are to 
be recorded. It appears that encroachments had occurred at various times, and the authorities were now con- 
cerned to establish once again the boundaries of sacred properties throughout Attica and to determine what 
was leased and what was not. The encroachments and misappropriations of the sacred temene had probably 
occurred during the unsettled years after the dictatorship of Sulla and before the establishment of Augustus’ 
principate. ‘T’he most recent editor of this document®’ suggests that the occasion for the promulgation of the 


’8 IG 1", 84; see footnote 26 above, p. 154. 

” In Delos in 434 B.c. the leases were governed by individual contracts (f{vyypagat; see 16 1", 402, line 19). Συνθηκαί, the term 
used here, may have the same meaning, unless its use merely reflects poor drafting by the proposer of this decree and its rider. See 
also Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 111-116. 

°° IG 112, 1241; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 36, pp. 91-95 and Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 200-205. 

5! On this arrangement, see Lewis (footnote 1 above, p. 149), pp. 197-198. 

82 IG II?, 1289; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 41, pp. 98-99. 

8310 112, 2503 and 2504; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 45 Ὁ and c, pp. 100-101. JG 112, 598 is another fragmentary lease 
record of this period. 

84 See Attische Pachturkunden, no. 42, p. 99. 

85 See p. 159 above. 

8° IG II*, 1035; see Attische Pachturkunden, no. 16, pp. 68-69. | 

°7G. R. Culley, “The Restoration of Sanctuaries in Attica: /.G. Π2, 1035,” Hesperia 44, 1975, pp. 207-223 and 46, 1977, 
pp. 282-298. 
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decree was the Athenian recovery of Salamis, which had been sold at the time of Sulla and bought back for 
Athens by Julius Nikanor in the last decade before Christ.®° 


TERMS OF LEASES: DATES OF INCEPTION AND PAYMENT 


By late in the 4th century publicly owned temene were being leased out for periods of ten years, and their 
rents were payable in the ninth prytany of each year. Thus there was probably a set time in each year at 
which such leases were granted, or, at least, there was an official inception date, regardless of the actual one 
(Ath. Pol. 47.2). 

Is there any evidence to suggest that this state of affairs was of fairly recent origin? In the earliest exam- 
ple of an enabling decree for a lease of public property, that of 418/17 B.c. by which the temenos of Neleus 
and Basile was leased out,®° we find that this temenos was to be let for a period of 20 years (lines 13 and 37). 
Payment of the rent, however, was to be made each year in the ninth prytany (line 16), and the apodektai 
were charged with receiving and disposing of this rent, just as they were charged according to the terms cited 
in the Athenaion Politeia (47.2). The implication of this text, I believe, is that the system described in the 
Athenaion Politeia was not a new disposition but one already in effect in the later 5th century. The differ- 
ence in the term of the lease of 418/17 may be accounted for by another condition that is laid down in the 
decree (lines 33-34), by which the tenant is instructed to plant not less than two hundred olive trees in the 
temenos. The usual term of ten years would hardly suffice for these trees to mature and bear fruit, thus 
assuring some return for the tenant upon his investment; therefore, the lease was extended. This same decree 
also mentions a νόμος (line 25) by the terms of which the Archon Basileus was to publish the names of the 
tenant and of his guarantors, as well as the amount of rent to be paid. The same law, I believe, also governs 
the mechanism of payment of the rent.”° 

Another lease of public property’' has a term of 25 years. This also seems, however, to be an exceptional 
case, in this instance, the lease of a mine to be developed jointly by the tenant and the state, with the profits 
accruing in alternate years to each of the parties. The tenant, therefore, needed a longer time than was usual 
in order to realize upon his investment (the mine, too, may have been a more speculative venture than the 
usual run of mines, perhaps in an area that had not hitherto shown any signs of holding workable ores). 

The only other case before the time that the Athenaion Politera was compiled in which we know the 
term of a lease of public property is that of the sacred lands, probably in the Oropia and known as the Nea 
(L7). This property was let out for a term of ten years. The date of payment of the rent is not stated in the 
decree but is likely to have been the ninth prytany of each year, since the date of this document is so close to 
that of the Athenaion Politeza. 

Thus, unless the character of the property being leased required an exceptional term in order to allow 
the tenant to realize something on his investment, there is no evidence to suggest that, after 418/17 at least, 
leases granted by the state had terms other than ten years. Indeed, there is some evidence to suggest that this 


88 See SEG XXIV, 143. For Nikanor’s career and dates, see C. P. Jones, “Three Foreigners in Attica,” Phoenix 32, 1978 
(pp. 222-234), pp. 222-228, no. 1. Another document of Roman date, /G II?, 2776 (ca. 117-138 p.; most recently discussed by S. G. 
Miller, “A Roman Monument in the Athenian Agora,” Hesperia 41, 1972, pp. 50-95), though it may be concerned with lease- 
holdings, derives from the private, rather than from the public, sector and is not therefore discussed here, although it is included in 
Attische Pachturkunden as no. 45 d, p. 101. 

89 IG 1", 84 (footnote 26 above, p. 154). 

0 See p. 154 and footnote 26 above. In [Dem.], 43.58 there is cited from the code a law that dealt with the lease of ‘public temene, 
very likely a law similar to that mentioned 1 in line 25 of IG 1", 84 (the νόμος τὸν τεμενόν), if it is not the same law: τοὺς δὲ μὴ ἀποδι- 
δόντας τὰς μισθώσεις τῶν τεμένων τῆς θεοῦ καὶ τῶν ἄλλων θεῶν καὶ τῶν ἐπωνύμων ἀτίμους εἶναι καὶ αὐτοὺς καὶ γένος καὶ κλη- 
ρονόμους τοὺς τούτων ἕως ἂν ἀποδιδῶσιν... . See Attische Pachturkunden, p. 59, note 39 and p. 107, note 30. Demosthenes also 
mentions laws that governed leasing and guaranteeing by private individuals (24.40). 

°1 IG II2, 411; see footnote 65 above, p. 159. See Schulthess, s.v. μισθός (footnote 1 above, p. 149), col. 2105:18-33. The editors of 
IG considered this document to be concerned with the draining of a marsh in Euboia: Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 201- 
215) put forward a fuller text and identified the subject of this lease as a silver mine. Later commentators considered “the identifica- 
tion of this decree as a mining concession” to be “dubious” (J. F. Healey, Mining and Metallurgy in the Greek and Roman World, 
London 1978, p. 104), but no better suggestion has been made. 
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ten-year term was customary even earlier. In 434/3 B.c. the first surviving accounts of the Delian amphikty- 
ones indicate that properties on Delos (and in subsequent years, on Rheneia as well) were leased out for 
terms of ten years.” Both sets of accounts are repeated in 410/09 B.c.,°? with the same terms. Thus it is clear 
that the normal term of such leases was ten years, even though the dates of inception of the leases might have 
varied during the period of Athenian domination over Delos and Rheneia in the 5th century; the dates of 
payment might also have varied, although I am inclined to doubt this. Kent infers from this evidence that 
there were “no general laws or set of regulations that applied to all estates alike” governing the leases of the 
Delos and Rheneia properties,°* but, in my view, since the Delian amphiktyones were, in effect, officers of 
the state, their actions with regard to leases are likely to have been governed by the same code of practice as 
that which governed the state’s officers elsewhere, perhaps even by a νόμος such as that mentioned in the 
decree of 418/17 B.c.”° 

In the bulk record of leases of sacred properties granted by the state ca. 338-326 B.c., the postscript to 
the second stele (L10, Face B, lines 35-39) states that the final leases in this record were granted after all the 
rest but were to have the same date for payment of the rent as the others recorded upon this stele. ‘This date is 
not found in any of the surviving fragments, and it must be assumed that it was set out in the enabling decree 
that governed the entire series.”° Given the date of this series and the fact that the entire document deals with 
leases of sacred properties, it is likely that the lease in every case was for ten years, and that all the formal 
inception dates, as well as the payment dates, were the same. 

If we employ the leases of state-owned mines as an analogy, we find that in the early years of the system 
mines were leased out perhaps in every prytany of the year; by the 340’s and 330’s, however, it had become the 
practice for these mine leases to be registered at the beginning of the civil year, probably on the first business 
day of the first month.’’ I think it highly likely that the same procedure was followed in the case of leases of 
sacred and public property and that, by the 340’s at least, the formal inception date for all such leases was the 
first business day of the civil year. Leases granted by cults in Attica or by political and religious groups varied 
as to term, dates for payment of the rent, and dates of inception:’® clearly there was no set practice, but as time 
went on these bodies too seem to have come closer to the procedures followed by the state.*° 


CONDITIONS OF THE LEASES 


Neither in the bulk records nor in the accounts of the Eleusinian Sanctuary and those of the Delian am- 
phiktyones are any conditions stated. It can be inferred, however, that for leases granted by the state, and 
probably for those granted by the authorities of the Delian and the Eleusinian sanctuaries as well, all tenants 
had to furnish guarantors, one guarantor for leases involving rents under 600 drachmas, two for rents over 
600 and under 1200 drachmas, and so οἡ. 90 In the case of state-granted leases, these guarantors were 
always Athenian citizens.'°' Other conditions must have been laid down, but the surviving enabling decrees 
provide very little evidence for the range of conditions that might have applied. 


92 IG 1", 402; see p. 154 above and footnote 22. 
235 Coupry (footnote 23 above, p. 154), pp. 367-369, no. 1. 
94 Kent, p. 259. 
°> IG 1, 84; see footnote 26 above, p. 154. 
°° See Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), pp. 226-227. 
57 See Crosby, 1950 (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 192 and Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 222, note 94. 
°8 Five-year lease: JG II?, 2504(?); ten-year leases: L7; JG II”, 1241; 2493 + 2494+; 2498(?); 2499; 2500; 2503(?); 30-year lease: 
SEG XXIV, 203; 40-year lease: JG II*, 2492; perpetual leases: L5; SEG XXIV, 151; JG II?, 2496; 2497; 2501. The quarry lease 
SEG XXVIII, 103 has a term of five years, and the leases granted to the deme of Acharnai for a right-of-way (JG IT’, 2491 and 2502 
and SEG XIX, 181 and 182) are perpetual leases. The leases granted by the Delian amphiktyones (JG 1", 402 and its successors; see 
footnote 23 above, p. 154) all seem to be ten-year leases. Some leases specify one installment of rent each year (JG 112, 2492; 
2493 + 2494+; 2501; SEG XXI, 644[?]; XXIV, 203; XXVIII, 103); some specify two installments each year (JG II?, 1241; 2496; 
2497; 2498; 2499); one specifies three (JG II’, 1168); and one lease specifies four (JG 112, 2500). In almost every case the precise 
date(s) of payment are included in the terms of the lease. See Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 116-118. 
°° See, for instance, the lease granted by the phyle of Erechtheis (footnote 76 above, p. 160). 
100 Walbank, “Part I” and “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 135, note 159 and p. 208, note 15. 
101 Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 220, note 88. 
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Individual leases probably were governed by lease contracts, of the sort that we see mentioned in the 
accounts of the Delian amphiktyones in the 430’s;!°* there may also, as I have suggested above, '°> have been 
a general law, but this is hardly likely to have laid down individual conditions. The earliest surviving 
enabling decree of the state (1.1) is too fragmentary to allow much restoration of the conditions laid down in 
this lease. There is mention of regulations or written agreements (line 3), of an inception date (line 5), of 
money, presumably the rent (lines 6 and 13), and of repayment (line 14?). The decree deals with an indi- 
vidual lease, not with a general class of leases, and since the surviving fragments seem to derive from an 
amendment, or even from an amendment to an amendment, it may be assumed that other conditions were 
laid down in the missing portions of the document. 

The complete enabling decree mentioned earlier,'!°* by which the temenos of Neleus and Basile was 
leased out, included, in addition to the term and dates for payment of the rent, clauses directing the tenant’s 
use of the property. He was to plant not less than two hundred olive trees, more if he wished; he had rights to 
rain water in part of a ditch; and he could use mud from the temenos in constructing the enclosure for the 
hieron of Kodros, Neleus, and Basile. In addition, the decree mentions συνγραφαί twice (lines 5 and 31): 
the juxtaposition of this word with instructions for leasing out the temenos (lines 4-5: ἔρχσαι τὸ huepov τὸ 
Κόδρο καὶ τὸ Νελέος καὶ τὲς Βασίλες κ[α]ὶ μισθῦσαι τὸ τέμενος κατὰ Tas συνγραφάς) leaves the impression 
that these συνγραφαΐί may not be merely the specifications for the enclosure of the hieron but also a separate 
lease contract.'°° JG 1, 84 is the only complete example of an enabling decree of the state to survive, either 
from the 5th century or from later periods. Other such decrees are too fragmentary to permit us to form an 
accurate picture of the sort of conditions that might have been included in leases granted by the state,!°° and 
we have to turn to leases granted by political and religious bodies in order to gain some idea of the range of 
conditions, restrictions, and concessions that such leases might include. Even these documents, however, are 
less full than we might expect, and it must be assumed that leases granted by political and religious bodies, 
too, were governed, in many cases, by separate lease contracts which have not survived.'%’ 

What we find in the epigraphic record, above all, are provisions for the use and upkeep of the properties 
being leased.'°® This is especially true of the period after the middle of the 4th century, where the largest 
number of such documents is found. I have commented earlier, following Jameson,'° on the concern for the 
care and protection of the land that is expressed in the ideas of the Atthidographer Androtion, whose treatise 
Georgika appeared at about this time. We may expect that the συνγραφαί governing leases granted by the 
state expressed a similar concern.'!° 

I have mentioned above''' the requirement that prospective tenants should furnish guarantors for their 
leases. Similar requirements occur in leases granted by political and religious organizations, but, of course, 
such bodies had less chance of forcing a guarantor to make good on a defaulting tenant’s obligations, so that 
they were compelled to rely upon other means of security, such as apotimemata, for their protection.''* The 
state, with its wider range of powers, is unlikely to have required such protection in addition to the guaran- 
tors that it demanded.''” 


102 See footnote 79 above, p. 161. 

105 See footnote 90 above, p. 162. 

104 1G 15, 84; footnote 26 above, p. 154. 

105 See footnote 26 above, p. 154; see also footnote 79 above, p. 161. 

106 7.1; L2; L7; JG 112, 204, 295(?), 310(?), 341(?), 411. 

107 1G 1", 243(?); 258; IG 112, 2490; SEG XXIV, 151; JG 112, 2491 and 2502; SEG XIX, 181 and 182; JG II’, 2493 + 2494+, 
2496, 2497, 1361, 2492; SEG XXVIII, 103; SEG XXIV, 203; L8; L13; JG II’, 2498, 2499, 2500, 2501, 1211, 1241; SEG XXI, 
644; IG IT’, 1168, 1165, 1289, 2504, 2503; L16. The texts are listed in chronological order. 

108 IG 1", 84; L5(?); JG 112, 2493 + 2494+, 1361, 310(?), 295(?), 341(?), 2492, 411; SEG XXIV, 203; L13; JG 112, 2498, 2499, 
2500, 2501, 1211(?), 1241; SEG XXI, 644; L16(?). The texts are listed in chronological order. In JG 1", 84 and 402 separate lease 
contracts seem to be implied (see footnotes 22, 26, 79 above, pp. 154 and 161); in JG 112, 1165, line 21, and 1168, line 11, συνθηκαί 
and ovyypadat, respectively, seem to mean similar separate lease contracts in which provisions for the care and upkeep of the prop- 
erties were specified. See Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 111-116 and 121-122. 

109 See footnote 47 above, p. 157. 

110 See also JG I?, 84 (footnote 26 above, p. 154). 

111 Footnote 100 above, p. 163. See Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 124-127. 

112 Security required: 76 II*, 1168, 2490(?), 2498. Security waived(?): JG II?, 1241, 2497. 

113 See Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), pp. 220-221. 
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Other features of leases granted by political or religious organizations which might be expected to be 
found also in the contracts governing leases granted by the state are such items as provisions concerning 
liability for, or exemption from, ezsphorai and taxes,''* crops and their collection, distribution, or sale,'!> 
water rights,''® rights of inheritance,'!’ and damage by enemy action or from any other cause.!!® 


RENEWALS 


There is no explicit ban on renewals, either in leases granted by the state or in those granted by other bodies. 
Indeed, since in some cases the enabling decree includes instructions that the property in question should be 
leased to the highest bidder,''? I think it very likely that when the term of a lease expired the outgoing tenant 
was entitled to enter his bid, along with those of any others who might care to offer, and that the highest bid 
among these secured the lease. ‘There is, however, some indication that this was not always the case, and that 
the outgoing tenant was given priority, if he was prepared to accept a fixed increase at the end of each term. 
This evidence is provided by the record of leases granted by the authorities of the Sanctuary of Apollo Delios 
after 314 B.c., where renewals seem to have been permitted if the tenant accepted a ten percent increase.!*° 
At first sight, this provision would not appear to have any bearing upon Athenian practice, since the re- 
newals in question date after the independence of Delos; it has been argued with some plausibility by 
Kent,'2' however, that this practice was, in fact, taken over from the period of Athenian domination. It is 
possible, therefore, that the Athenian state also allowed the tenants of public or sacred properties to renew 
their leases with a fixed increase of ten percent, rather than open these leases to the highest bidder. If there 
was a general law on public leasing, such a privilege would surely have been included amongst its terms. '?? 


RESTRICTIONS ON LEASING 


There is no evidence that the state placed any limitation upon the amount of property that any one man 
might lease, nor is there any indication that restrictions were imposed upon metics to prevent their settling in 
particular districts. ‘There is one case, from the 5th century (L2), in which sacred properties in land held by 
the state abroad may have been leased out to Athenian metics as well as to Athenian citizens and also, per- 
haps, to natives. Cleruchies, while not, strictly speaking, leases of state property, seem to have been subject to 
certain restrictions: the cleruchs were not permitted to lease out any part of their holdings to anyone else, 
except, probably, to their kin.'** The reason for such a restriction, of course, lies in the military character 
of the cleruchies.'** There is no real evidence that metics were prevented from residing in certain areas of 
Attica, such as Sounion with its naval base, and, perhaps, frontier areas held to be strategically important 
and not, therefore, to be settled by non-Athenians.!*° 


''* Eisphorat waived: IG II?, 1241, 2492, 2497, 2498, 2499. Eisphorai to be paid by tenant: SEG XXIV, 151; JG II?, 2496. Taxes 
to be paid by lessor: [Ὁ II*, 1241, 2497, 2498. Taxes to be paid by tenant: JG II?, 2490(?), 2496, 2500; SEG XXIV, 151. See Attische 
Pachturkunden, pp. 119-120. 

115 Crops specified or protected: JG 112, 1165 (general farming); 1211 (olives?); 1241 (barley, vines, trees, legumes); 2492 (fallow, 
olives, vines); 2493 + 2494+ (fallow, olives, vines, wheat, barley, legumes); 2498 (mixed); 2499 (trees). In the state lease JG 1", 84 
(footnote 26 above, p. 154) the tenant is to plant at least two hundred olive trees. See Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 121-122. 

116 Water rights: JG II?, 1361, 2493 + 2494+(?). In the state lease JG 1, 84 the tenant is granted rights to water in part of a ditch. 
The deme of Acharnai (or, possibly, the state) obtained rights-of-way for an aqueduct by means of perpetual leases granted by 
private individuals (/G IT?, 2491 and 2502 and SEG XIX, 181 and 182: see footnote 57 above, p. 158). See Attische Pachturkunden, 
pp. 122-123. 

'!” Right to pass on tenancy to heirs: L5; JG 112, 1241, 1361(?), 2496, 2497, 2501; SEG XXI, 644(?); SEG XXIV, 151. See Atti- 
sche Pachturkunden, p. 140. 

118 Clause relating to damage by enemy action or from any other cause: 16 II?, 1241, 2492; SEG XXI, 644; SEG XXIV, 151. See 
Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 120-121. 

119 High-bid clause: L7; SEG XXVIII, 103. 

120 See Kent, p. 260 and note 49. 

121 Kent, p. 260. 

122 See above, pp. 155 and 158. 

123 1G I’, 1 and 417; L3. 

124 See also footnote 9 above, p. 151. 

125 See Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 218, note 81. 
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ASSESSMENT OF THE RENT 


So far as we can tell, the state relied upon the process of bidding in order to arrive at a fair rent. Other organ- 
izations employed the same system in some cases but also seem to have used different means of assessment on 
other occasions.'?° An exception may have been in the case of renewals, when, I have suggested (following 
Kent),'?’ sitting tenants may have been permitted to renew at a fixed rate of ten percent above the previous 
rent. There is some very slight indication that, if some other means than the high-bid system was employed, 
the rent was calculated as a fraction of the assessed value of the property, this fraction being based upon the 
number of years that the lease was to run.'?® The real value and the assessed value might differ: in the case 
just mentioned, the lessor was prepared to sell the property outright for less than the assessed value (lines 
42-44), but we do not know whether this was normal practice. !?° 


THE PROCESS OF LEASING 
AND THE REGISTRATION OF LEASES OF STATE-OWNED PROPERTIES 


The Aristotelian Athenaion Politeia (47.4-48.1) is our main source of information regarding leases granted 
by the state, apart from the epigraphic sources already discussed: 


/ \ A \ \ / A A i 
47.4, εἰσφέρει δὲ καὶ ὁ βασιλεὺς τὰς μισθώσεις τῶν τεμενῶν, ἀναγράψας ἐν γραμματείοις λελευκωμένοις. 
" \ \ ! eA , > Ὁ , , 9 ὃν κα , \ ΕΞ 
ἐστι δὲ καὶ τούτων ἡ μὲν μίσθωσις εἰς ETN δέκα, καταβάλλεται δ᾽ ἐπὶ τῆς [0] πρυτανείας" διὸ καὶ πλεῖστα 
\ / aA > “ 
χρήματα ἐπὶ ταύτης συλλέγεται τῆς πρυτανείας. εἰσφέρεται μὲν οὖν εἰς τὴν βουλὴν τὰ γραμματεῖα κατὰ 
A > ray 
τὰς καταβολὰς ἀναγεγραμμένα, τηρεῖ δ᾽ ὃ δημόσιος" ὅταν δ᾽ ἦ χρημάτων καταβολή, παραδίδωσι τοῖς 
/ : A \ aA A ray 
ἀποδέκταις αὐτὰ ταῦτα καθελ[ὼν] ἀπί[ὸ τῶν] ἐπιστυλίων ὧν ἐν ταύτῃ τῇ ἡμέρᾳ δεῖ τὰ χρήματα καταβλη- 
“A \ A \ / / / fol 
θῆναι καὶ ἀπαλειφθῆναι: τὰ δ᾽ ἄλλα ἀπόκειται χωρίς ἵνα μὴ προεξαλειφθῇ. 48.1. Εἰσὶ δ᾽ ἀποδέκται δέκα, 
! \ ἝΞ: \ , \ a 9 , \ ; 
κεκληρωμένοι κατὰ φυλὰς" οὗτοι δὲ παραλαβόντες τὰ γραμματεία, ἀπαλειίφουσι τὰ καταβαλλόμενα 
, ΄“- aA A “a “ 
χρήματα ἐναντίον τῆς βουλῆς ἐν τῷ βουλευτηρίῳ, καὶ πάλιν ἀποδιδόασιν τὰ γραμματεῖα τῷ δημοσίῳ: 
3 9 / / 9 an ? / \ / 9 \ 9 A J A 
κἂν τις ἐλλίπῃ καταβολὴν, ἐνταῦθ᾽ ἐγγέγραπται, καὶ διπλάσιον ἀναγκὴ τὸ ἐλλειφθεν καταβάλλειν ἢ 
“A / A 
δεδέσθαι, καὶ ταῦτα εἰσπράττειν ἡ βουλὴ καὶ δῆσαι κυρία κατὰ τοὺς νόμους ἐστίν. 


Oxford Classical Text 


“The [Archon] Basileus places [before the Boule] the leases of temene, listed upon whitened boards. The lease 
of these is also for ten years, and the installments are paid in the [ninth] prytany of each year, so that in this 
prytany the largest sum of revenues is collected. The records of the installments are then placed before the 
Boule; after this, the public slave has charge of them. Whenever installments become due, this man takes 
down from the shelves and gives to the Apodektai those on which the money is to be paid and the debt can- 
celled on that day. The rest are kept separately so that they may not be cancelled [until the debts are paid]. 
There are ten Apodektai, one chosen by lot from each phyle. ‘These men take the records and cancel those 
upon which payment has been made, in the presence of the Boule in the Bouleuterion; they then give back the 
records to the public slave. If a man has failed to pay the installment due, his name remains upon the record, 
and he must pay double the amount in arrears or be imprisoned: the Boule has full powers under the laws to 
exact the money in such cases, or to imprison [the debtor].” 


From the epigraphic documents already cited, we see that the poletai also were involved in this process, at 
least on two occasions in the later 5th century!*° and in the 330’s Βα. (L7), and I have argued that the system 
followed as early as the 430’s was essentially the same as that outlined in the Athenaion Politeta.'*' 


126 See footnote 119 above, p. 165. On occasion, these other organizations seem to have favored their own members, to the extent, 
sometimes, of charging artificially low rents in return for what were, in effect, liturgical services. 

127 See p. 165 above and note 120. 

128 IG 112, 1241 (footnote 80 above, p. 161). 

129 On the value of land in Attica, see Lewis (footnote 1 above, p. 149), pp. 194-197 and Andreyev (footnote 1 above, p. 149), 
pp. 15-18. Osborne (“Social and Economic Implications,” p. 185 and note 21) assumes that “rents are unlikely, on the basis of the 
instances we do possess, to have varied very much on either side of 8%” of the assessed value. 

130 IG 1", 84 (footnote 26 above, p. 154). 

131 See above, pp.149-151. 
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Registration of the leases was, in Aristotle’s time at least, by the process discussed above. ‘The records were 
kept on whitened boards, with the names of the tenants and the amounts and dates of the installments in such 
a manner that individual installments could be marked as paid and the debt canceled on the due date each 
year. One imagines some sort of dated filing system.!°? 

In addition to the individual records kept on the whitened boards in the care of the public slave, there 
were also the bulk records that were inscribed on stone;'*’ these may have been set up near the office of the 
Archon Basileus, the Stoa Basileios.!°* Why it was felt necessary to inscribe these bulk records, we do not 
know: Langdon suggests that the records of mine leases issued by the poletai between the 360’s and the end 
of the 4th century were inscribed on stone in order to make them more accessible than were the individual 
records in the office of the public slave; they might also have served as “the official accounts by which the 
poletai underwent their ed@vva,”'*> although it is more likely that the whitened boards kept by the public 
slave were used for this purpose. The lease records start later than the mine records, and it is probable that 
their inscription on stone was done for reasons similar to those that motivated the inscription of the mine 
leases'*° and in imitation of them.'*’ 


HOROI OR OTHER EVIDENCE OF TITLE TO LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES 


The basic feature of a lease contract is that the lessor retains title to the property, even if the lease is a per- 
petual one: failure on the part of the tenant to carry out the conditions of the lease may result in his eviction 
from the property and its reversion to the lessor.!*° 

Properties subject to private lease contracts, mortgages, conditional sales, hypothecations, and so forth 
were protected by means of horoi,'*’ and it is reasonable to assume that leasehold properties owned by the 
state or by other public bodies were similarly protected, either by means of horoi or by the erection of stelai 
upon which were inscribed the terms of the lease contracts or of the enabling decrees. ‘There are, however, 
few surviving examples of such documents. 

The earliest case of an enabling decree or lease contract serving as a horos is that of 418/17 B.c.'*° The 
temenos that was to be leased out was first surveyed and its boundaries marked by horoi, set up by the 


152 See Posner (footnote 15 above, p. 153), chap. 3, pp. 91-117, esp. 101-102 and 112-114. 

"3 L2; L6; L9-L12, and L14-L15; also JG 112, 1590 a (footnote 53 above, p. 158). 

194 See Walbank, “Part IV” (footnote 1 above, p. 149), p. 226 and note 119. 

135 See footnote 27 above, p. 61. 

136 The 5th-century records are probably a different case, reflecting exceptional circumstances rather than normal practice. 

151 It is possible that the religious character of the lease records and the diversity of the actual owners of the properties described 
provided an extra incentive for their inscription and the erection of the stelai by the Stoa Basileios, since the Archon Basileus was the 
officer of the state most closely concerned with religious affairs. On the motives for inscribing archival material on stone, see Posner 
(footnote 15 above, p. 153), pp. 97-101. On the place of erection of these stelai, see footnote 134 above. Professor H. A. Thompson 
remarks (per ep.): “Since some of your stelai, I suppose, may have been of the multiple variety set edge to edge, you may just possibly 
have a claim on the sill for such a series that was re-used at some late date in the south foundation of the north porch of the Stoa 
Basileios: Hesperia XL, 1971, p. 251, n. 18. The excavators have been inclined to associate this sill with the marble stelai bearing the 
revised version of the Laws of Solon, and that indeed may be so. On the other hand all the fragments of those stelai found in ancient 
contexts have come to light around the SW corner of the Agora, none near the Stoa Basileios. Hence I suspect those stelai may have 
been set up as soon as ready in or near the Bouleuterion, or may have been moved from the Stoa Basileios to the Bouleuterion at some 
later date. The Basileus apparently kept near his office only those documents that he had to consult constantly e.g. the revised version 
of Drakon on homicide and your own leases.” 

158 What happened to lessors when the property of their tenants was confiscated by the state? JG 1", 426 (P1, p. 70 above), lines 
100-105, contains a reference to two leases that were canceled: μισθόσες haide κ[ατε]βλέθεσαν τὸν ἀσεβεσάντο[ν περὶ] τὸ 
θεὸ Φαίδρο τὸ Πυθοϊκλέος] Muppivocio|P'A ο[ἰκίας μ]ίσθοσις κατεβλέθε[[γὲς Mupp]iverre pic Ooots| HHHF [κατεβλέ]θε. Who 
the grantors of these leases were we do not know, nor whether the state took them over and leased them out again or merely returned 
them to their original owners. 

159 See Fine, passim; Finley, pp. 4-6, 10-27, 177-181; Lalonde, pp. 18-21 above; and Attische Pachturkunden, pp. 52-53. 
Properties that were mortgaged or otherwise encumbered were identified as such by means of horoi that carried a summary of the 
terms of the mortgages or other encumbrances. These horoi were set up on or in front of the properties in order to make clear to all 
that title was not entirely in the hands of the property holder. (Modern practice is to register such encumbrances in the land-registry 
office.) 

‘4° IG 1", 84 (footnote 26 and 90 above, pp. 154 and 162). See Lalonde, p. 6 above. 
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horistai (line 7). The Archon Basileus, after the lease was granted, was instructed to have the names of the 
tenant and of his guarantors written up (on the wall of the temenos?) xara τὸν νόμον (lines 24-25); this 
phrase implies that there was a law governing such matters and that it included provision for the publication 
of such information as the names of the tenant and his guarantors and the amount of the rent.'*! The decree 
itself was also to be inscribed upon a stone stele to be set up in the Neleion παρὰ ra ixpta (lines 26-28). The 
property was thus trebly protected, perhaps because of the unusual length of the lease. 

In 352/1 B.c. the Sacred Orgas of the Eleusinian Gods was surveyed and provided with new horoi to 
replace old ones that had fallen down (lines 7-10 and 74—75).'** Lines 24-30 of this decree are concerned 
with the possibility of leasing out the Sacred Orgas, for which, in the event of a lease being granted, the horoi 
would serve as primary evidence of title, as in the case of the temenos of Neleus and Basile just discussed. 

Land seized by Athens overseas or in foreign territory, such as that in Euboia in the 5th century’*? or on 
Lemnos in the 390’s or 380’s, was probably protected for the state in a similar fashion. In the case of Lem- 
nos, we hear of lands classified as ἀφορίσματα, that is, marked off by horoi: these may be sacred temene and 
not necessarily leased out.'** 

Leases granted by other political or religious organizations were quite often inscribed upon stone stelai 
to be erected on the site of the leasehold properties, thus serving, in effect, as horoi and evidence of title.'*° 

An unusual reversal of this practice is seen in the case of the rights-of-way leased in perpetuity to the 
deme of Acharnai for the construction of an aqueduct.'*® The properties on which the rights-of-way were 
leased were marked by horoi on which were inscribed the terms of these leases. Since the leases were granted 
in return for a one-time payment and were in perpetuity, they were not really leases at all but outright sales. 
The deme protected its rights by means of these horoi, and title, in effect, passed to it rather than remaining 
with the lessors. A somewhat similar arrangement is envisaged in the contract by which the phratry of the 
Dyaleis offered its tenant an option to purchase the property that he leased from it:'*’ if he exercised his 
option, and abided by the other conditions of the lease, he would be granted a συνβόλαιον, a document by 
which title was transferred to him (line 51). ‘This document might well have been similar in form to the horoi 
by which the deme of Acharnai marked its title to the rights-of-way for its aqueduct, and it might have been 
set up on the property in question. 


LEASING OF PUBLIC LANDS DURING THE ROMAN ERA 


The system of public leasing that has been discussed here may have continued in force even after the con- 
stitutional changes of 103/2 and the incursion of Sulla in 86 B.c., but evidence for it is extremely sparse. 

A document of Augustan date, JG 112, 1035,!*8 is concerned with the repair and restoration of sanctu- 
aries throughout Attica. The Hoplite General is instructed to deal with this project (line 7) and to have a 
record made (lines 18-20) of all leases of the temene belonging to these sanctuaries and of the properties 
owned by the state. Culley, following Oliver, links a iussus Augusti of 27 B.c. with this decree.'*? By this 
order, public and sacred properties that had been usurped by private individuals were ordered to be restored 
to the individual city-states; the Athenians seem to have responded to this order relatively late.'°° 


141 See footnote 26 above, p. 154. 

142 1G 112, 204; see above, p. 156. See Lalonde, p. 6 above. 

143 L.2 (lines 18-19); see also footnote 24 above, p. 154. 

144 13; but see also SEG III, 117 (303/2 3.c.), which indicates that at least one temenos on the island belonged to the phyle of 
Antiochis and that disputes had arisen over its dimensions, whether as a result of leasing or of encroachments by other property 
owners we do not know. 

145 TG II?, 1168? (footnote 77 above, p. 160), 1241 (footnote 80 above, p. 161), 1361? (footnote 49 above, p. 158), 2496 (footnote 48 
above, p. 158), 2499 (footnote 70 above, p. 160), 2501 (footnote 71 above, p. 160); and SEG XXIV, 203? (above, p. 158). 

146 Footnote 57 above, p. 158. 

147 Footnote 80 above, p. 161. 

148 7G 112, 1035 has been dated by Culley (footnote 87 above, p. 161) to ca. 10/09-3/2 B.c. 

149 Culley, op. cit., p. 223. 

150 Culley, op. czt., p. 223, note 40. 
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At about the same time as the promulgation of {Ὁ II*, 1035, Athens recovered through the generosity of 
Julius Nikanor the island of Salamis, which it had lost around the time of Sulla. Sacred properties on Sala- 
mis are among those specifically mentioned in JG II’, 1035 (lines 31--39).151 

Thus, early in the Imperial era, at least, the Athenian state was still involved in the leasing of sacred 
temene and other public properties, and although the records were confused, there was still a substantial 
number of such leasehold properties available in Attica and on Salamis. 

At what point the state ceased to concern itself with such matters we do not know; nor do we know 
anything at all about the property of other public, semipublic, or religious bodies during the Roman era. As 
in the case of earlier records, the absence of any epigraphic evidence may be merely an accident of preserva- 
tion, or, more likely, a consequence of the availability in antiquity of other materials for such record keeping. 


151 For the recovery of Salamis and the decree honoring Julius Nikanor, see footnote 88 above, p. 162. 


CATALOGUE 


DECREE OF THE STATE: LEASES OF STATE PROPERTY 


L1. Two non-joining fragments of micaceous Pentelic marble, found at different times and places in the excavations of 
the Athenian Agora. 


a: Fragment (I 3611) found on February 26, 1936, in the foundations of a house east of the Panathenaic Way and 
north of the Eleusinion (T 18). It is broken all around, but the smooth-dressed, flat back is preserved. 

H. 0.375 m.; W. 0.20 m.; Th. 0.143 m. 

δ: Fragment (I 4829) found on April 28, 1937, in a modern context east of the Panathenaic Way and in front of the 
north end of the Stoa of Attalos (O 8). The left side is preserved. 

H. 0.067 m.; W. 0.069 m.; Th. 0.036 m.; L.H. 0.010 m. (both fragments); stoichedon, with an almost square checker 
pattern, 0.016 x 0.0165 m. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 14, 1945, pp. 85-86, no. 4, with photographs of both fragments; SEG X, 26; JG 1, 44; 
A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. See also Attische Pachturkunden, p. 55, no. 5 (summary without text). 


ca. a. 450-444 a. XL TOIX. 
lacuna 
a ἜΝ ΤΠ ere ee | 
[----- ες κ]αθάπερ Eval -—----------------------------------- ] 
[ae JYPIAUNOTG | 2 lysate eee eee ] 
[----- μίσ]θοσιν ἢ εὐθ[ύνεσθο -----------------.----ς-------- ] 
5: lasses .... είο' χρό[ν]ο[ς ἄρχει —------------------------------ ] 
[----- ...) τὰ χρέματα [----------------------------~-------- ] 
[----- ....) γῆς" τὸ δὲ σί —---------------------------------- ] 
Eas .... |g h€os ἂν "A@[ev --------------------------------- ] 
[----- εν. ] τοῖς ἐμ πόλει ----------------------------------- ] 
10 [----- sas 6 χοῤ[υ δ. KOU SS eae eae aes ] 
[----- .... | hoe vowels ----------------------------------- ] 
[----- ες pede hey τὸν εἰ ----------------------------------- ] 
[----- .. bplaxpals é]s εἰ ----------------------------------- 
[----- .... Je ἀποδί --------------------------------------- ] 
15 [-----..... Ἰεχσί ---------------------------------------- ] 
ee ae wat areal ΤΣ 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b [.. vh[ ------------------------------------------------- ] 
[. ]αιεί----------- - --- -----ο---.-.---.---------------.------------ ] 
[. . Ἰοδεί ------------------------------------------------------- ] 
20 [... ll -----------------------------------~--------------~ ] 
lacuna 


Line 4 [μίσ]θοσιν Meritt. Line 12 JG 1"; δὲ hévroy ἐΐ----Ἰ Meritt. 
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Line 4 [μίσ]θοσιν Meritt. Line 12 106 1"; δὲ Βέντον ἐΪ----Ἰ Meritt. 


The precise relationship between fragments a and b cannot be established. If Meritt’s suggested restoration of line 2, 
[τὰ μὲν ἄλλα κ]αθάπερ, is correct, line 1 will contain the end of what is itself an amendment to a decree (of the state?), 
and the original document will have been of considerable length. For line 4, cf. JG 1, 84, line 10; 243, line 102; 244A, 
lines 6-7, etc. For line 5, cf. JG 1", 402, lines 14, 16, 21; SEG XXIV, 203, line 27, etc.; another possibility is [τὲς 
μισθόσεος]. Meritt suggested, by analogy with JG 1", 32, line 12, that line 9 refers to the Commissioners of public 
works upon the Akropolis (οἱ ἐπὶ rots ἐμ πόλει ἔργοις). Line 12 gives either a new clause (Meritt) or the second part of 
a prohibition (JG 15). Line 14 might perhaps be restored with ἀποδ[έκτας]; cf. Ath. Pol. 47.4. 


LEASE RECORD: LEASES OF SACRED TEMENE IN EUBOIA. CLERUCHY? 
L2. Two non-joining fragments of micaceous Pentelic marble, found at different times and places. 


a: Fragment (E.M. 6752) found in excavations on the west slope of the Akropolis and first published in 1877. The 
upper part of the stele is preserved, below a crowning molding and flat top; the flat, rough-picked back is also preserved. 
H. 0.22 m.; W. 0.40 m.; Th. at top 0.114 m., at bottom 0.09 m. (projection of crowning molding 0.02 m.). 


b: Fragment (I 4068) found on April 21, 1936 in a modern context above the South Stoa (M 15). The left side and 
rough-picked back are preserved. The text is inset 0.04 m. from the left edge. 


H. 0.27 m.; W. 0.09 m.; Th. 0.09-0.095 m.; L.H. fragment a, line 1, 0.008-0.010 m.; fragment a, line 2, 0.015 m.; 
fragment a, lines 3ff. and fragment ὁ, 0.008 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.0095 m. and a vertical 
checker of 0.0125 m. 


Ed. a: JG 1, Supplement, p. 36, no. 279 a; IG 12,376; see also W. Bannier, Berliner Philologische Wochenschrift 36, 
1916, col. 1072; U. Kahrstedt, Nachrichten der Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften zu Gottingen, Gottingen 1931, 
pp. 161-168 and Staatsgebiet und Staatsangehérige in Athen, Stuttgart 1934, p. 32; δ: A. E. Raubitschek, Hesperia 12, 
1943, pp. 28-33, no. 6, with photographs of squeezes of both fragments; SEG X, 304; JG I’, 418. See also G. Erxleben, 
Klio 57, 1975, pp. 83-84, 87-88, and 91 and Attische Pachturkunden, p. 61, no. 7 (summary without text). 


ca. a. 430-410 a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. ca. 50? 
a [Θ] ε ο [ 
[. “6. 5Ὶς τεμένε 
[ἐν Χαλκί]δι παρὰ τὸ τὲς ᾿Αθεναίας mpoo[rotoy? ---- - ---' he ] 
[. . . . Βιππέος [I] γύαι φσιλὲς πλέθρα [--~-------- an eee nea ] 
5. [..2. JetotPAAAA σνακαὶ 
[ἐν ᾿ Εσ]τιαίαι ᾿᾽Οροβίασι Magar laser ete ] 
[. 4. Jl ἐλαίαι, φσιλὲ AA yeir[----------~--- a ΘΉΠΕΣ Ὲ ἈΠ ΘΒ τλεὶ ] 
ee -Jypoe vacat 
[ἐν "Ἐρε]τρίαι Αἰγαλ!. .°. JI[--------------- 6 τ περ δίξειςς ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b 10 ἐμ TI[ --------------------------------~----~---~--~--+--~--- ] 
CU XG AKO Sse eee Sa Sere SS ] 
€NGle| i Soo SoS st See ese oe ee ee eee eee ΡΣ ] 
yetro[y -----------------------------------------~----~-- ] 
ἐν -Epe| τριδι:Ξ 5: S53 δι ρος, δ a eee eS ee pe ] 
15-. “yetrol y saa oe ες αι ee oe ] 
€XGICG |b SSS haa ΒΤ ΠΣ ee ee 
VOplO|y? S525 46 eee oe ee ee ee ee 
aa a ς ΘΞΘΞ ΕΞ ΣΞΩΣΙ ἀξρεαΣ δ Σ Ξεθδξες ] 
παρὰ t[ ---------~-----~~---~--~---------~---------~----+-~-- 
20: WeiTo| pisos e eee eee Se ee ] 
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EDX GA[UOE SS cS aes es ea 
ip ΧΕ p |G: ee a aoa Se eee ae 
vacat 
vacal 
ed | a ee a ees 
25 πρί ---------------------------------------------------- ] 
lacuna 


Line 9 AiyaA[€@ev] Raubitschek. Lines 10, 24 ἐμ ΠΙοσιδείοι] Raubitschek. 


Raubitschek conjectured, from the spacing of the invocation of line 1, that the stele had space for lines of ca. 50 letters 
below the heading of line 2. Line 2 must name the deity to whom these properties belonged: the space available, of 
course, permits the restoration [ ’A@evaa]s, but, if Raubitschek is correct, there may have been a round letter before the 
final sigma of this name; in light of the spelling of Athena’s name in line 4, too, such a restoration should be rejected. 
For line 9 see also W. Wallace, “The Demes of Eretria,” Hesperia 16, 1947, p. 133. In line 21, Raubitschek put for- 
ward, but rejected, the reading ἐν Ἄνδ[ροι]. For the context, cf. Aelian, Varia Historia 6.1 ( = Agora III, no. 4, p. 21). 
The relative thicknesses of the two fragments indicate that the gap between them was very small, perhaps, at most, five 
or six lines. 


DECREE OF THE STATE: LEASES OF CONFISCATED PROPERTY ON LEMNOS. CLERUCHY 
L3. Five non-joining fragments of Pentelic marble, found at different times and places. 


a: Fragment (E.M. 6916) found in 1849 on the Akropolis, west of the Parthenon. The flat, stipple-dressed top is 


preserved. 
H. 0.46 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.15 m. 


b: Fragment (E.M. 6904) found before 1877 on the Akropolis. It is broken all around and at the back. The back was 
reworked to a smooth, flat surface, after the stele was broken up. 
H. 0.215 m.; W. 0.20 m.; Th. 0.145 m. 


c: Fragment (E.M. 6905) found before 1877 on the Akropolis. It is broken all around and at the back. 
H. 0.132 m.; W. 0.154 m.; Th. 0.088 m. 


d: Fragment (E.M. 12964) found on May 6, 1938, in late fill on the north slope of the Akropolis. The top is 
preserved. 
H. 0.192 m.; W. 0.087 m.; Th. 0.05 m. 


e: Fragment (I 5588) found on October 15, 1938, in the wall of a modern house southwest of the Eleusinion, on the 
west side of the Panathenaic Way (R 20). It is broken all around and at the back. 
H. 0.192 m.; W. 0.188 m.; Th. 0.153 m. 


Letter height on all fragments 0.007-0.008 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.0126-0.013 m. The 
horizontal spacing is a little greater in line 1 than in succeeding lines. 

Ed. a: K. 5. Pittakys, E@’Apy 34, 1853, pp. 855-856, no. 1375; a, ὁ, c: IG II, 14; JG II’, 30; 5. Luria, Comptes- 
rendus de l’Académie des Sciences de (URSS, 1924, pp. 130-133; SEG III, 73; d: R. 5. Stroud, Hesperia 40, 1971, 
pp. 162-173, no. 23; a, b,c, ὁ: B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 37, 1968, pp. 266-267, no. 2, photograph pl. 77; SEG XXV, 63; 
a, ὦ, c, d, e: Stroud, photographs of all five fragments pl. 30; A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. See also Attische 
Pachturkunden, pp. 51-52, no. 2 (summary without text) and V. P. Yailenko, [peueckan Koaonu3auua 7-8, 
BB.Ao.H. 3, 1982, pp. 206-216 (non vidi). 


a. 387/6 a. NON-ZTOIX. ca. 95-100? 
at+d [ἔδοξεν τῆι βολῆι καὶ τῶι δήμωι: Θεόδοτος ἦρχε" -—------------------ ]ις 
ἐπρυτάνευεν᾽ [. Ἰρι[. °° ἐγρα]μμάτευεν᾽ [--- ἐπεστάτει"---------- ] 
[ἐἶπεν: εὔξασθαι μὲν τὸν κήρυκα αὐτίκα μάλα ...°%.9..]e καὶ τοῖς] 
δώδεκα θεοῖς, [av .. .““. ὃ, συνενείκηι | ---------------------- ] 
[----------------------- θυσίαν καὶ πρόσοδον ποιήσεϊ]σθαι καθότι ἂν 


τῶι [δ]ήμ[ωι δοκῆι: ταῦ]τα μὲν ηὗχ[θαι, ἐπειδὴ δὲ ---------------- ] 


CATALOGUE 173 


ie ik ais aS: ΕΣ ΝΣ ΟΞ ΞΟΞΟΞ εις, δεδ]όχθαι τῶι δήμωι πρὸς τὸς [κλη- 
ρόχος τὸς olixévras ἐν [Λήμνωι--------------------.-.-.-.....ὄἔ- ] 
Ἐπ περ πα πως ἐπὶ τοῦ δεῖνα ἄρ]χοντος ἐν Λήμν[ω]ι 
ἐγένετο: . 9-19. Jrows ras αὐ τ| --------------------------- ] 
---------------ς-ς ἐὰν δέ τις---- - ἢ- - - παρ]ὰ ταῦτα ἢ φαίνηι ἢ ἀπάγηι ἢ 
ἀπ ἘΝ ΞΕ ΞΕ ΘΕ ΉΤΒΕΣ ] 
-------------ς--------- δημ]ευθῆι τῆς νῦν ἀπογεγραμμέϊνης γῆς “ 5.4] 
τα ἐγ Λήμν[ωι-------------------------.-----------.-.-.-.- ] 
-------------.----------ς-------- ]Ἰἐκτείσωσιν ἐπὶ τῆς ἐνάτης [πρυ- 
ΜΙ =s=Sss-5 ΠΝ ἘΠ eee eee eee ] 
ΞΞέτ στα ἐθἐξαξ ξέοειεβ ee ee Ιαν τὸν ἐσιόντα ἐνιαυτὸν καί..... 
π΄ ΠΡ ΒΥ ΕΝ δ ΒΝ ] 
ΞΥΞ sae La an Ek λεῖα θξέξεεειε ] βολῆς εἴτε τρεῖς κατὰ τὼ ὃ 
ΠΡ παν ΤΕ ΠΥ ane ae ame eee eee 
=a Sar se μη τοιξ εις, Ξε ALLE died SR ξείξείσεαε παρ]ὰ τῶι Θησείωι ἐν ἧιτινι 
Gil Wie (pl Sea a se ΤΠ ΠΡ 
παν πα <A sl ces ak ik ke πὰ εὐ πε έπε πα jt πεντακοσιομεδίμνων 
τουΪ --------------------.------ --- - -------------------------------- ] 
BSS SSS aS aa aa aaa Jat Tots κληρόχοις τά 
re exreio|mara —--------------------------------~---~--- ] 
--------.-..-.--.--..-....-....-----ς.-.-.-- Jets τῶν οἰκίων τῶν δεδημε[υ- 
Ph NU ee 
SS a ee Se a ee ee ély Λήμνο εἰσάγοσιν ὃπό- 
οὖν ἀν} Sess Ss oee anes ese aes eee eee ees ] 
SS ara ea eae eee esee τ]ῶι δημοσίωι ὁπόσοι ἂν 
pin ἐκ εἰσ δ 55 Ξ ΞΕ ΞΙΞ εξ ξες Sea ae Sa aa eee eee ] 
Ἐ ΡΞ β ΑΞ Ξ ἐξ ιξιβής Ee a a σε lov ὁπόσην δ᾽ αὐτοὶ 
ὅθε να ϑπεεβοναμενενονανο οϑόννλε. μετ ον δε Ὁ, 
See ae ΕΣ SS Se ee eee τ]ὰ ὄρη kat τὰ ἀφορίσ- 
para éo[—--------------------------------------------- 
eka ERO Ae ak a πε πε π ας |rns αὐτῇ ἡ 
μίσθωσις πέπρατί[αι------------------.-.-.-.-..--..-............ ] 
a eee τοῖς κλη]ρόχοις ἢ ἐν- 
οφέλεσθαί τις κί ------ --- - -.---.-..-.-..-.-.-...-..ὄἕ-...-.........- ] 
sp Se a ΤΕ ΤΥ ΤΕ ὀφέλ]οντες τῶι 
δημόσίωι εἶχὸν ἐπί ------------------------------------- ] 
SaaS Shea Se eee eee ΗΝ Ε ΠΟΜΠῊ τ]ῶν κληρόχων τὰ 
μὲ GANG  ὐλβωθροριοαι και ριρι  βξιρευ, ὡς fo ee eS ] 
τας ρα se eee eee eee ] ἀμφισβητῶν τῆς 
γὴν. ἡ THs ------------------------------------------- ] 
ΠΕ Oe ΕΗ συ να ΡΥ συνυΣ δ]ίκαις, ἐὰν δὲ μὴ 
Ray nu Ols | Hae Sa ee eee see 
pet eee ee ee ΞΡ eae Ses eae ] ἡ δίκη τήν τε ἀνά- 
Kpiow m[| —--~--~------—------------------------------- 
Aaa Gcie ae Aas a RE ES oe Joy ἐς τὸ δικαστήριον 
ΩΡ ΟΣ Sasso eee oes ek ee ea eee ee eee ξεως ] 
pt er en eee Ee ξὐξ eet ἀμφι)σ[ β]ητῶν ἕνα λόγον 
a ξεν: εδεξι ἐεξιξερεξεεοε,ξεεγεπενς: ] 


lacuna 
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lacuna 
b Co eee ae oe }w[ ----------~--~--------------------- 
[33:55 ΑΞ ϑ εξ ξξεξει τὶ στησ]άτω ἐν ἀκροπόϊλει ---------------.-.--.-.-.......- ] 
530)). |[=SaSeeass—c= ἸΙολων καὶ μὴ ἐξέναι —---------------~--------- ] 
aeea= μήτε-------------- Ιναι μήτε μισθῶσαι πλὴν  -------------.... ] 
ἘΞ τσ": ὥ]νος μηνὸς τὸ μετὰ ΘεόΪδοτον ἄρχοντα -------------- ] 
[----------- ] yijv τὸς κληρόχος καὶ —----------------------~~- ] 
ΞΞΎΞΈΞΕΟΝ καθάπ]ερ τοῖς ἐς LaAapliva ------------.-.-........... ] 
355: eee ἀφικ]νομένων εἰ —---------------------------- ] 
SSS Γ[.1}{.159}} ----------------------------- | 
lacuna 
lacuna 
c [---- - --------- JA™ σί ------------------------------------ 
(Siero gio [ηται ὃ al --~------------~------------------- ] 
[ξεβειβξ εἰ οὶ ύδηας ες ὀνόματ]α πατρόθεν | ----------------------------- ] 
40. [------------- Ja ἐγ Λήμνο és [ -~-----------------~+-------- ] 
[------------ Ἰιλην μηδενὶ μη ----------------------------- ] 
[------------- ]η τῶν xAnp[oywv —----------------------~---- ] 
[HS eee Ἰιον ὅποί ------------------------------.-- ] 
[--------------- letkauT| Sooae ee Sa οὐεικερλις, κι κυ νοις με κει ας | 
2.2 a δι ξ ον μοιεειθε σερκαίτθς Ἰιτί --------------------ς--.--------.-----ςς-.--- ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
e [== SS== ke[. . . ια ---------------------.--.-----.---------ς------------- ] 
a= ἀ]ποδόσθαι τὸς κληρ[όχος -—-------------------~-------- ] 
[Ξιϑ τι βπεες; |v οἰκήσων és Λῆμ[νον ----------------------------.-.-- ] 
[---- ἐὰν μὴ ἔλθηι ὃ a[-—----------------------------------- ] 
50 [------ |v otkéore ἐν Λήμ[νωι —-------------------------------- ] 
[--=+=~+-+ ly τοῖς ἐν Λήμίνωι -—--——-—~-~------------~--~~-----~---- ] 
= Jotdoavres [ ~--~----~--~-----------------------~+-+- ] 
[33 3 θ σξλξεσ: ξόξουξοει σε: ὃ 35 Ξ3Ξ5:5Ξ ΞΘ Ξ a a a ] 


| lacuna 
Fragment a + d Stroud; ὁ JG II, 14; c JG II, 14; e Meritt. 


_ The text and its arrangement are those set out by Stroud. The line length is ca. 95-100, according to Stroud: this in- 
validates earlier restorations of fragments ὁ and c made by Luria with a line of ca. 70-75, and I do not therefore cite 
Luria’s restorations in the following list except where they may be useful for an understanding of the text. 

Line 2: Yailenko restores [ἱερέα] instead of [κήρυκα]. Stroud suggested [τῶι ‘ HpaxAe]?, citing JG IT*, 114, line 8. He 
offered two possibilities for the restoration of the end of the line: é[av ᾿Αθηναίοις] συνενείκηι [τὰ δόξαντα περὶ Λήμνο] 
or ἐϊὰν τὰ δόξαντα] συνενείκηι [᾿Αθηναίων τῶι δήμωι]. Line 4: Kirchner (ap. Luria) suggested [ἐπειδὴ δὲ of δεῖνα 
εἰσήνεγκαν εἰς τὴν βουλὴν δεδ]όχθαι, citing JG 112, 112, line 13. Line 5: Luria, believing that this line would furnish 
the date of the decree of confiscation that preceded the decree, restored [ἡ ἀπογραφή, ἣ ἐπὶ τοῦ δεῖνα ἄρχ]οντος ἐν 
Λήμν[ω]ι ἐγένετ[ο]. Kirchner (ap. Luria) restored the archon’s name: [ἐπὶ Εὐβολίδο ἄρχ]οντος. Line 6: Stroud 
allowed space after ἐὰν δέ ris for the possible insertion of the formula ἢ ἄρχων ἢ ἰδιώτης. He tentatively restored ἢ 
ἀπάγη ἢ [εἴπηι ὡς δεῖ τὴν] ἀπογραφὴν [λύειν or καταλῦσαι]. Line 7 (fin.): [ἄτιμον εἶναι] Luria. Line 12: [πλὴν 
ἱππέων kale Luria. Line 22: [ὃ δεῖνα εἶπεν" περὶ ὧν λέγοσι οἱ ἥκοντες παρὰ τ]ῶν κληρόχων, τὰ μὲν ἄλλα [καθάπερ 
τῆι Borne] Luria. Line 23: τῆς οἰκίας] Stroud. Line 26: Stroud noted the possible indication of an interval of time, e.g., 
[τριάκοντα ἡμερ]ῶν ἐς τὸ δικαστήριον. Line 30: [ἐργάζεσθαι ἄνευ δ]όλων Luria. Line 39: Stroud’s text is followed; 
IG 112 restored [ὄνομ]α. Line 47: κλήρ[ος] Yailenko. Line 52: [στα]σιάσαντες Yailenko. 
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Luria (pp. 132-133; see also Kadmos 3, 1964, pp. 100-107) attempted to restore fragments ὁ and c by analogy with 
IG 1, 1. Although his restorations involve too short a line, it is possible that these two fragments do, in fact, belong side 
by side at the same level on the stele, although probably more widely separated than in Luria’s restorations: thus, 
provisions for the inscription of the names of the cleruchs by patronymic and ethnic (c, line 39) on a stone stele (ὁ, 
line 28: [ἐν στήληι ALO]tv[ne]?) to be set up on the Akropolis (of Athens? ὁ, line 29) would be followed perhaps by a 
rider or by a new clause setting forth the duties of the cleruchs and their relationship with their holdings. The position 
of fragment 6 on the stele, therefore, may be below that of fragments ὁ and c. 


SETTLEMENT OF A DISPUTE BETWEEN THE SALAMINIOI OF THE HEPTAPHYLAI 
AND THE SALAMINIOI FROM SOUNION 


OWNERSHIP OF LEASEHOLDINGS AND DISPOSITION OF RENTS 


L4 a. A complete pedimental stele of Pentelic marble (1 3244), found on January 30, 1936, on Kolonos Agoraios, south 
of the Hephaisteion (C 9:16). It had been placed as a cover for an abandoned Hellenistic cistern when the Roman well 
cut through it was filled in, in the late 1st century after Christ. The back is rough picked. 


H. 1.33 m.; W. at top 0.43 m., at bottom 0.49 m.; Th. 0.12 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.010 m.; lines 2-79, 0.006 m.; lines 80-97, 
0.005-0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern averaging 0.011 x 0.011 m. (lines 2-79). Lines 80-85 are 
non-stoichedon, with horizontal spacing between letters averaging 0.001—0.002 m. and a vertical checker of 0.0088 m. 


Ed. W. S. Ferguson, Hesperia 7, 1938, pp. 1-68, no. 1, photograph p. 2; F. Sokolowski, Lois sacrées des cités 
grecques, Supplément, Paris 1962, no. 19, pp. 49-54; SEG XXI, 527. See also D. D. Feaver, Yale Classical Studies 15, 
1957, pp. 128-130; E. C. Kakavoyiannis, AeAr 32, 1977 A’ [1982], pp. 206-217; SEG XXXII, 121; and Attische 
Pachturkunden, p. 90, no. 34 (summary without text). 


a. 363/2 a. ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 38 (lines 1-79) 
NON-ZTOIX. ca. 80-85 (lines 80-97) 


Θ ε ο ί 

“Επὶ Χαρικλειδ᾽ " ἄρχοντος ᾿Αθηναίοις" ἐπὶ τοῖσ[δ]- 

ε διήλλαξαν οἱ διαιτηταὶ Σαλαμινίος τὸς ἐς τῶ- 

ν ᾿Ἐπταφυλῶν καὶ Σαλαμινίος τοὺς ἀπὸ Σονίο ὁμο- 
5. λογοῦντας ἀλλήλοις καλῶς ἔχειν ἃ ἔγνωσαν οἱ δι- 

αιτηταὶ Στέφανος Μυρρινόσιος, Κλεαγόρας ᾿Αχα- 

pvevs, ᾿Αριστογείτων Μυρρινόσιος, Εὐθύκριτος 

Λαμπτρεύς, Κηφισόδοτος Αἰθαλίδης" τὰς ἱερεωσ- 

ύνας κοινὰς εἶναι ἀμφοτέρων εἰς τὸν αἰεὶ χρόν- 

10 ον τῆς ᾿Αθηνάας τὴς Σκιράδος, καὶ τὴν τὸ ᾿Ηρακλέο- 
ς τὸ ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι, καὶ τὴν τὸ Εὐρυσάκος, καὶ τὴν τῆ- 
ς ᾿Αγλαύρο καὶ Πανδρόσο καὶ τῆς Koporpddo: καὶ κ- 
ληρῦσθαι κοινῆι ἐξ ἀμφοτέρων ἐπειδὰν τελευτ- 

NOEL τις τῶν ἱερείων ἢ τῶν ἱερέων᾽ τὸς δὲ λανχάν- 

15 οντας ἱερεῶσθαι ἐφ᾽ οἷσπερ καὶ οἱ πρότερον ἱερ- 
εῶντο᾽ τὴν δὲ γῆν τὴν ἐφ᾽ ᾿Ηρακλείωι τῶι ἐπὶ Πορθμ- 
ὧι καὶ τὴν ἁλί(λ)ὴν καὶ τὴν ἀγορὰν τὴν ἐν Κοίληι ve- 
ἱμασθαι διχαστὴν ἑκατέρος, καὶ ὅρος στῆσαι τῆ- 

ς ἑαυτῶν ἑκατέρος᾽ θύεν δὲ τοῖς θεοῖς καὶ τοῖς ἧ- 

20 ρωσι κατὰ rade ὅσα μὲν ἡ πόλις παρέχει ἐκ τὸ δημ- 
οσίο ἢ παρὰ τῶν ὠ[σ]κοφόρων ἢ παρὰ τῶν δειπνοφόρ- 
ων γίγνεται λαμβάνειν Σαλαμινίοις, ταῦτα μὲν 
κοινῆι ἀμφοτέρος θύοντας νέμεσθαι τὰ κρέα ὧμ- 

ἃ τὰ ἡμίσεα ἑκατέρος" ὅσα δὲ ἀπὸ τῆς μισθώσεως ἔ- 

25 θῦυον Σαλαμίνιοι παρὰ σφῶν αὐτῶν θύειν κατὰ τὰ 
πάτρια, τὸ ἥμυσυ ἑκατέρος συμβαλλομένος εἰς ἅ- 
παντα τὰ ἱερά: τοῖς δὲ ἱερεῦσι καὶ ταῖς ἱερείαι- 
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νὴ \ / \ / “A \ ae 
ς ἀποδιδοναι Ta γέρα τὰ γεγραμμένα: τῶι de To Hp- 
e ae / / ς 
ακλεέος ἱερεῖ tepewrvva AAA δραχμάς: εἰς πελαν- 
\ \ 
ὃν δὲ ΗΠ! δραχμάς" τούτων τὸ ἥμυσυ ἑκατέρος συμ- 
" “A A ¢ / e A / rN 
βάλλεσθαι: τῶν δὲ ἱερείων ὧν ἂν κατάρζηται τῶν 
“A / A / A \ / ¢ 
κοινὼν λαμβάνειν dapro δερμα καὶ TO σκέλος, €v- 
αδιν , Vogt os , νι le 
στο τὸ okeXos’ Boos δε ἐννέα σάρκας καὶ TO δερμα᾽ 
a Α a 9 / ς ae / / 
τῶι δε τὸ Εὑρυσάκος ἱερεῖ tepewovva ["t dpaypa- 
3 A y] ! ! / 
ς΄ εἰς πελανον ἀμφοτέρωσε [tt dpaypas’ σκέλος κ- 
A / 3 9 / / / 
at depparos ev Εὑρυσακείωι Attt δραχμας" τουτ- 
\ ow ¢€ / / nw e/ “A 
ων TO Huvov ἐκατερος cvpBarAco Gat τῶι ἥρωι τῶ- 
5." a ¢ “A “A / / \ / 
ι ἐπὶ τῆι ἁλῆι τῶν θυομένων λαμβάνειν τὸ δέρμα 
A / / “A “A “A 
καὶ TO σκέλος" νέμειν δὲ τοῖς ἱερεῦσι καὶ ταῖς i- 
/ A a A A 
ερείαις ἐν τοῖς ἱεροῖς ὅπο ἂν ἕκαστοι ἱερεῶντ- 
/ / A / 
αι μερίδα παρ᾽ ἑκατέρων᾽ Tos ἄρτος ἐς Σκιράδος v- 
; ὍΝ 2 / Py a a » "ἢ \ 
ἐμειν κατὰ τάδε, ἀφελόντας ἐξ ἁπάντων τὸς νομι- 
’ A \ \ / / 
μένος ἀφαιρεῖσθαι κατὰ τὰ πάτρια’ κήρυκι ap- 
3 A ¢€ / / e / e a> 
τον, A@nvas tepetat ἄρτον, Ηρακλεος ἱερεῖ apro- 
/ ‘9 / e / 3 
ν, Πανδρόσο καὶ ᾿Αγλαῦρο tepetat ἄρτον, Κοροτρο- 
\ / 9 / 9 “A \ 
do kat καλαθηφόρωι ἄρτον, κωπαις ἄρτον᾽ τῶν δε a- 
, , 
λλων νέμεσθαι τὰ ἡμίσεα ἑκατέρος" ἄρχοντα δὲ κ- 
a / / 
Anpov ἐμ μέρει map’ ἑκατέρων ὅστις καταστήσει 
/ A \ / \ “a 
TOS ὠσκοφύρος καὶ τὰς δειπνοφόρος μετὰ τῆς Le- 
Α A / A \ / “a A 
ρείας καὶ TO κήρυκος κατὰ τὰ πάτρια᾽ ταῦτα be ἀν- 
/ “A “A 
ἀγράψαι és στήληι κοινῆι ἀμφοτέρος καὶ στῆσα- 
5 na e aA -“ 9 a a / \ A 9 
ι ἐν τῶι ἱερῶι τῆς ᾿Αθηνᾶς τῆς Σκιράδος" τὸν δε av- 
/ > a / \ a a 
τὸν ἱερέα εἶναι τῶι Εὐρυσάκει καὶ τῶι ἥρωι τῶι 
“a “a \ / / / a 
ἐπὶ τῆι GAH ἐὰν δέ Te δέηι ἐπισκευεάσαι τῶν ἷε- 
a 9 / “A / \ ὦ 
ρῶν, ἐπισκευάζεν κοινῆι συμβαλλίλ)ομένος τὸ ἥμ- 
/ A / / “A 
vov ExaTEpos’ ἐπὶ Χαρικλείδο ἄρχοντος οἱ ἐκ τῶ- 
a / / \ \ a 
ν ᾿Επταφυλῶν παρέσχον apxovra' ra δε γραμματεῖ- 
> \ a / 
a κοινὰ εἶναι ἀϊμφ]οτέρων ἅπαντα᾽ τὴν δὲ γῆν ἐργά- 
A / e/ “A 5,!} {ν / 
Ceo Oat Top μεμι[σἸθωμένον ἕως ἂν ἐξέλθηι ὃ χρόν- 
/ \ ! 
os ὃν ἐμισθώσατο, ἀποδιδόντα τὴν ἡμίσειαν μίσ- 
Α a / / 
θωσιν ἑκατέροις" TO de πρόθυμα TO ἁμίλλο ἐμ μέρ- 
“A \ “ \ / 
ει ἑκατέρος κατάρχεσθαι: τῶν δὲ κρεῶν τὰ ἡμίσε- 
A ζω A \ 
a ἑκατέρος λαμβάνειν καὶ τῶν δερμάτων᾽ τὴν δε ἷ- 
a 9 / \ 
ερεωσύνην TO κήρυκος εἶναι Θρασυκλέος κατὰ T- 
\ , a. \ oo ἢ , ς » Ue. 2 
a πάτρια τῶν δε ἄλλων ἐνκλημάτων ἁπαντωΐν ἀφε- 
a A %9/ \ “a “A ᾿) \ v 
σθαι τῶν τε idt(w)v καὶ τῶν κοινῶν εἰς τὸν ” Βοηὃ- 
A “A \ > A / 5 VU 
ρομιῶνα μῆνα τὸν emt Χαρικλείδο ἄρχοντος. 
vacal 
/ / 
᾽Επὶ Διφίλο Διοπείθους Σουνιέως Σαλαμινίοις ἄρχ- 
ε 9 ! “ pee / 
οντος οἵδε ὦὥμοσαν Σαλαμινίων τῶν ἀπὸ Lovyio’ Ato- 
πείθης Φασυρκίδο, Φιλόνεως ᾿Αμεινονίκου, Χαλκιδ- 
/ / / / 
evs ᾿Ανδρομένους, Χαριάδης Χαρικλέος, Θεύφάνης 
/ \ 
Ζωφάνους, “Hytas ᾿ Ηγησίο, "Apewias Φιλίνο. ᾿Επὶ ’Av- 
᾿) 9 / δ 
τισθενους Αντιγένους Αχαρνεως ἄρχοντος Σαλαμι- 
A “A “~ / 
viots, οἷδε ὥμοσαν ἐκ τῶν ᾿Επταφυλῶν" Θρασυκλῆς Opa- 
A / 
awvos Βουτά, Στρατοφῶν Στράτωνος ’Aypv, MeAirrios 
/ 
᾿Εξηκεστίδου Boura, ᾿Αρίσταρχος Δημοκλέους Αχαρ, ” 
᾿Αρκέων Εὐμηλίδου ἾΑχαρ, Χαιρέστρατος Πανκλείδο ᾿Ε- 
/ / / a 
πικηφί, Δήμων Anpapero ᾿Αγρυλῆ. vacat 
ς / 3 e/ ! λ Ὁ A ! 7A 
Αρχέλεως εἰπεν᾽ ὅπως Σαλαμίνιοι τὰ ἱερὰ θυωσι αἰει 
τοῖς θεοῖς καὶ τοῖς ἥρωσι κατὰ τὰ πάτρια καὶ 
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γίγνηται] ἐφ᾽ οἷς διήλλαξαν οἱ διαλλακταὶ ἀμφοτέρους καὶ ot 
φ / 3 μὴ / / 
aipeGevres wpooar, ἐψηφισθαι Σαλαμινι- 
ots τὸν ἄρχοντα ᾿Αρίσταρχον ἐγγράψαι τὰς θυσίας ἁπάσας Kal τὰς 
τιμὰς τῶν ἱερέων εἰς τὴν στήλην ἐν Et 
ς ro e A eo ον 5 , Te 
at διαλλαγαὶ εἰσιν, ὅπως ἂν οἱ ἄρχοντες αἰεὶ παρ᾽ ἀνφοτέρων εἰδῶσι 
ω “a? / / >) \ 
ὃ τι δεῖ ἀργυριον συνβαλλεσθαι εἰς ταῖς] 
θυσίας ἁπάσας ἑκατέρους ἀπὸ τῆς μισθώσεως τῆς γῆς τῆς ἐφ᾽ 
“Ἡρακλείωι, καὶ στῆσαι τὴν στήλην ἐν τῶι. 
a “ 9 
85 Εὐρυσακείωι. Μουνιχιῶνος. ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι: Κουροτρόφωι αἶγα A, 
᾿Ιολέωι οἷν ὁλόκαυτον AM ᾿Αλκμήνει οἷν 
Att, Μαίαι οἷν Att, ᾿Ηρακλεῖ βοῦν PAA, ἥρωι ἐπὶ rét Gre οἷν ΔΙ, 
ἥρωι ἐπ᾽ ᾿Αντισάραι χοῖρον {ΠΠΠ], ἥρωι ᾿Ἐπι- 
πυργιδίωι χοῖρον ttl, "Iw (et) οἷν θύειν ἐναλλὰξ παρ᾽ ἔτος" 
? %,9¢ a 1 δ ¢€ 2? ; > , 
ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς καὶ οἷς ἡ πόλις δίδωσιν ἐκ κύρβεω[ν] 
Δ. ὀγδόει ἐπὶ δέκα Εὐρυσάκ[ει]: ὗν: AAAA: ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς] καὶ εἰς 
τἄλλα Η!. ‘ExarovBat@vos. Παναθηναίοις ᾿Αθηνᾶι 
iv: ΔΔΔΔ' ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς κ[αὶ ei]s τἄλλα ttt. Μεταγειτνιῶνος. 
ἑβδόμει ᾿Απόλλωνι Πατρώιωι ὗν: AAAA, Λητοῖ yxotpo[y] 
90 [ΠΠΗΠΠΠ, ᾿Αρτέμιδι χοῖρον tttlll, ᾿Αθηνᾶι ᾿Αγελάαι χοῖρον tttlll: 
ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς καὶ εἰς τἄλλα HII. Βοηδρομιῶνος. Ποσει- 
dave ᾿Ἱπποδρομίωι ὗν: AAAA, ἥρωι Φαίακι χοΐρζο)ν ΠΗΙ!, ἥρωι 
Τεύκρωι χοῖρον tttlll, ἥρωι Ναυσείρωι χοῖρον ΠΗ’ 
ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς καὶ τἄλλα ttt. Πυανοψιῶνος, ἕκτει Θησεῖ ὗν AAAA- 
εἰς τἄλλα tHE. ᾿Απατουρίοις Διὶ Φρατρίωι ὗν ΔΔΔΔ’ 
a a a 9 
ξύλα ἐφ᾽ ἱεροῖς καὶ τἄλλα ttt. Μαιμακτηριῶνος. ᾿Αθηνᾶι Σκιράδι οἷν 
ἐνκύμονα Att, Σκίρωι οἷν ΔΙ’ ξύλα ἐπὶ τὸν βωμὸν ΠΗ]. 
κεφάλαιον οὗ δεῖ ἀναλίσκειν ἀμφοτέρος ἐς ἅπαντα τὰ ἱερὰ ΒΔΔΔΙΙΙ. 
a U a 2? _\ “a ’ “A a “a δι» ¢ / 
ταῦτα θύειν κοινξι ἀπὸ τῆς μισθώσεως τῆς γῆς τῆ(ς) ἐφ᾽ ᾿ Ηρακλίείωι) 
95 ἰ[ἐπὶϊ Σονίο, ἀργύριον συμβαλλομένους ἑκατέρους ἐς ἅπαντα τὰ ἱερά" 
ιν. 39) Ἄν μὴ U “A 
ἐὰν O€ Tis εἰπει ἢ ἄρχων ἐπιψηφίσει τουτων TL KaTAaA[d]- 
A / / \ 9 / e U > “A / 
ἰσ]αι ἢ τρεψει ποι ἄλλοσε TO ἀργυριον, ὑπεύθυνον εἰναι τῶι γένει 
ἅπαντι καὶ τοῖς ἱερεῦσι κατὰ ταὐτὰ καὶ ἰδίαι ὑπό- 
δικον καὶ τῶι βουλομένωι Σαλαμινίων. vacat 


Lines 86-87 A. Wilhelm, Sitzungsberichte der Akademie der Wissenschaften in Wien 220.5, 1942, p. 136; ἐπὶ Πυργιλίωι 
Ferguson. Line 90 med., Sokolowski; ἀγελάαι Ferguson. 


For lines 29 and 35, πελανός, cf. SEG XVIII, 278. 


With this should be taken another stele, of about a century later, found in the same place: 

L4 b. A stele of Hymettian marble (I 3394), found on February 15, 1936, in the same area as L4 a, in the tunnel of a 
Roman water channel. 

H. 0.77 m.; W. at top 0.25 m., at bottom 0.31 m.; Th. at top 0.07 m., at bottom 0.085 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, 
with a horizontal checker of 0.009 m. and a vertical checker of 0.012 m.; lines 41-44 are non-stoichedon. Because of the 
marked tapering of the stele, line lengths increase steadily towards the bottom. 

Ed. W. S. Ferguson, Hesperia 7, 1938, pp. 9-12, 69-74, no. 2, photograph p. 11; H. A. Thompson, Hesperia 7, 
1938, pp. 75-76. See also Agora III, no. 254; B. D. Meritt, Historia 26, 1977, p. 176; 5. V. Tracy, Hesperia 57, 1988, 
p. 305; M. J. Osborne, ZPE 78, 1989, pp. 229-230. 


ca. a. 265/4 (vel 251/0?) a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 
᾿Αγαθῆι τύχηι. ἐπὶ Φανομάχου ἄρχ- 
οντος. Μουνιχιῶνος" ᾿Ηρακλείοις. 
ἐπὶ τοῖσδε διελύσαντο τὰ γένη π- 
pos ἄλληλα, τό τε Σουνιέων καὶ τὸ 
5. amo τῶν ἐξ ᾿Επταφυλῶν, ὑπὸ τῶν αἷρε- 
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/ A / 
θέντων διαλυτῶν, ᾿" ᾿Αντιγένου Ση- 
/ A / / 
μαχίδου καὶ Καλλιτέλου Σουνιεως, 
9239 @ “A A e / A / 
ἐφ᾽ wire του wey HpaxdAeos τοῦ τεμέ- 
/ \ 9 
vous ἄνετομ μὲν εἶναι ws οἱ βωμοὶ κ- 
A / a 
αἱ τὸ ἐπέκεινα τοῦ ἰκρίου ws αἱ ἐλ- 
/ ¢ “A υ A 4 3) / e 
aa. at πρῶται. ὅ To δ᾽ ἄλλο τέμενος w- 
/ “a A e ς e \ 
ρίσθαι βορρᾶθεμ μεν ws 7 αἱμασιὰ 
ἐν / υ ¢ / \ 9 / e e 
ἢ πρώτη, ” ἡλίου δε AvEXOVTOS ws ot 
“a / 
ὅροι κεῖνται ot ὁρίζοντες τὰ χωρ- 
/ υ A e e 9 “ υ 
ia,’ δυομένου δε ws οἱ ἐμβατῆρες 
A “a / 
οἵ τε πρὸς τῆι θαλάττηι Kat ὃ ἄνω κ- 
‘\ ) A “A A 
εἰμενος, καὶ εἶναι κοινὸν τοῦτο TO 
/ “A / 9 / ved 
τέμενος τῶν γένων ἀμφοτέρων. ” ἀλ- 
A / 
w δὲ κατασκευάσαι Σαλαμινίους τοὺ- 
ς ἀπὸ Σουνίου τοῖς αὑτῶν ἀναλώμασ- 
“A / A “A \ 
ιν ἐν τῶι τεμένει τῶι κοινῶι TO AUT- 
} nw “A A 9 
ὃ μέγεθος Tet ἑαυτῶν, καὶ εἶναι ταύ- 
A / a 
την τὴν ἅλω Σαλαμινίων τῶν ἐξ ‘Enra- 
“A / aA 
φυλῶν. ὃ τὴν δ᾽ οἰκίαν τὴμ μὲν Gpopod- 
a 9? / 
σαν τῶι τεμένει εἶναι ἀρχαίο Ladap- 
“ A 9 ¢ “A e e U 
ινίων τῶν ἐξ ᾿Ἐπταφυλῶν ὡς at θύραι 
a / 3 / ¢ 9 \ / 
at φέρουσιν ἀμφότεραι at ἀπο Gadar- 
A ὁ ¢ ¢ ὁ, 2 9 
TNS καὶ ὡς ot ὅροι ὁρίζουσιν εἰς ὁρ[θ]- 
\ A / \ / / 
ὃν οἱ TOY xwpiwv.” τὴν δ᾽ ἑτέραν οἰκί- 
\ \ δι] 9 \ 9 9 
αν TH πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνατολὰς εἰναι a- 
/ a) 9 \ | e 
pxato Σαλαμινίων τῶν ἄπο Σουνίου w- 
e “ a ! 6» \ / 
ς at θυραι at φέρουσιν at amo Gadarr- 
A ¢ ¢ ef δ. 3 3 \ 
NS καὶ ws οἱ ὅροι ὁρίζουσιν εἰς ὀρθὸν 
a / 9 \ 
οἱ τῶν χωρίων. ” εἶναι δὲ καὶ τοὺς κήπ- 
A “A 
OUS καὶ τοῦ φρέατος TO ἥμυσυ ἑκατέρ- 
ov τοῦ γένους, ἢ τὴν δὲ ἁλὴν καὶ τὴν ἀγ- 
\ \ 3 ! \ > 2 
ορὰν τὴν ἐν Κοίλει κοινὴν εἰναι ἀμφο- 
“A “A / 
τέρων τῶν γένων, ”’ τῶν δὲ χωρίων τὰ μὲ- 
9 / 
ν πρὸς ἡλίου ἀνατολὰς εἶναι ἀρχαίο 
“a / 
Σαλαμινίων τῶν ἀπὸ Σουνίου ws οἱ ὅρ- 
n v A A A ey, / \ 
ou κεῖνται. ” τὰ δε πρὸς NALov δυσμας €- 
> 9 / ἢ a ee 
ivat apyato Σαλαμινίων τῶν ἐξ “Enra- 
a “a \ \ \ 
φυλῶν ὡς οἵ ὅροι κεῖνται, καὶ τὴν ἱερὰ- 
ν ἄρουραν. vacat 


NON-ZTOIX. 30 
29 
30 


DECREE OF THE DEME OF ACHARNAI? LEASE(S) OF DEME PROPERTY 


L5 (Pl. 14). Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4349), said to have been found by Argyri Marini in the fields at Kamatero 
(southwest of Menidi) and brought to the Agora on September 25, 1936. The left side and back are preserved. 


H. 0.259 m.; H. 0.128 m.; Th. 0.084 m.; L.H. 0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 0.011 x 


Unpublished. 


ante med. saec. IV a. 


lacuna 


ww O[ ------------------------------- 
φίσ[θαι: --------------------------- 
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Ayxalpy? ------------------------------------------- τὰ χω]- 
5. ρία[--------------ς-----.--------------------------------- ] 
a ér[n -----------.-----------ς-----.--.--.----------------- 
ωνί --------------.-------------------------------------- ] 
PU πε τας ag ee er ere πες ] 
a aa πα σπεν ] 
10 ητί ---------------------------------------------------- ] 
ιθο] ------------------- - - ---------------------------------------- ] 
toy| -------------- -- - ----------------------------------------- ] 
νταί -------------~---------------------------~---------- ] 
τωνΐ ------- - ------------------------------------------- ] 
15 εατί ---------- -- - -----------.-------.---------------------- ] 
ws φιί------------------------------------------------------ ] 
εραςῖ--------------------- -------------------------------------- τῆ]- 
ς μισξθώσεως9 —------------------------------------------- ] 
US Dee| Heese Seb eases eee eee ] 
20 τῶν χωρίων ---------~---------------------------------- τ]- 
ἣν pic O[wow —-----------~-----~---------------~--~---~~---- |- 
owwemex| -—---------------~------------------------~------- ] 
Αἴσχρωνοϊς -------------~--~----------------------------- ] 
Olea GUN anche Sete πεν seen a eae eee 
lacuna 


Line 1: Perhaps ᾿Ισί---- εἶπεν]. Lines 1-2: [μ]ισθ[οῦσαν)], [μ]ισθ[ ὥσαι], or [ἐμ]ίσθ[ωσαν] might be restored; cf. 
IG 112, 2492, line 1; 2493, line 3; 2496, line 2; 2497, line 1; 2498, line 2; 2499, line 2; and SEG XXIV, 151, line 8. 
Lines 2-3: For the possible [ἐψη]φίσ[θαι], cf. SEG XXIV, 151, lines 7-8. Line 4: Instead, perhaps part of a man’s 
name. Lines 4-5: Cf. line 20, τῶν χωρ[(ων]. Line 5: [δέκ]α (or [τετταράκοντ]α) ἔτ[η numeral δραχμ]ῶν might be 
restored; cf. JG II?, 2492, lines 18-19. Lines 7-8: Perhaps [ ’Axa]pv[--- ]; cf. line 4. Line 9: Perhaps [δραχ]μῶ[ν]. It is 
possible that a second lease record begins here. Lines 17-18: For the possible [χρόνος ἄρχει τῆ]ς μισ[θώσεως], cf. 
IG II*, 2492, lines 18-19; SEG XXIV, 203, lines 27-28, etc. Line 19: For the possible restoration [το]ὺς δὲ ἐπὶ κ------], 
cf. line 22, [τ]οῖς ἐπὶ «[---]. Lines 20-21: Perhaps [ἀποδιδόναι δὲ τ]ὴν μίσθωσιν τοῦ ------ @vos μηνός]; cf. IG 112, 
2490, line 1; 2497, lines 12-14; SEG XXIV, 151, lines 29-31; 203, lines 9-11. Line 22: I refrain from restoring a word 
such as ἐπίκλητοι (cf. Dittenberger, Syl/.*, 353: Ephesos). The kappa of this word in line 22 is undoubted, unless it is a 
mistake for a mu, from a word such as ἐπιμεληταί, which seems much more likely in an Attic context. 

If the findspot is correctly described in the Agora Inventory, this document is likely, as indeed line 4 suggests also, 
to be a decree of the deme of Acharnai, since Menidi lies within the boundaries of the ancient deme of Acharnai (see 
Traill, Hesperia, Suppl. XIV, p. 50 and Map 1, for the site). The date is provided by the letter forms, which are suit- 
able to the middle or second quarter of the 4th century. Thus, the document may in some way be connected with the 
series of leases of land to the deme Acharnai for the right-of-way of an aqueduct (JG 112, 2491; 2502; SEG XXIX, 
181; 182; see Vanderpool (footnote 57 above, p. 158), all dated around, if not shortly after, the middle of the 4th cen- 
tury B.C. 


LEASE RECORD: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 


L6. Six non-joining fragments of dark gray Hymettian marble, deriving from a single stele but found at different times 
and places. 


a: Fragment (E.M. 280) found in 1909 on the north side of the Agora, near the Church of St. Philip, in a modern 
house wall. The flat, stipple-dressed top, stipple-dressed left side, and flat, smooth back are preserved. 

H. 0.26 m.; W. 0.27 m.; Th. 0.118-0.121 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.01 m., lines 2-3, 0.009 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal 
checker of 0.0167 m. and a vertical checker of 0.015 m. 


b: Fragment (E.M. 8014) of unknown provenience. It is broken all around, but the flat, smooth back is preserved. 
H. 0.276 m.; W. 0.288 m.; Th. 0.119-0.121 m. 
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c: Fragment (I 7062) found on September 10, 1969, in the basement of a modern house south of the Church of 
St. Philip (L-M 5-6). The stipple-dressed right side and flat, smooth back are preserved. 

H. 0.314 m.; W. 0.223 m.; Th. at left 0.119 m., at right 0.121 m. 

d: Fragment (I 7123) found on May 16, 1970, in the wall of a modern bothros southeast of the Church of St. Philip 
(O 6). It is broken all around, but the flat, smooth back is preserved. 

H. 0.156 m.; W. 0.232 m.; Th. at left 0.119 m., at right 0.121 m. 


e: Fragment (I 7117) found in May, 1970, in a modern context southeast of the Church of St. Philip (O 6). It is 
broken all around, but the flat, smooth back is preserved. 
H. 0.28 m.; W. 0.598 m.; Th. 0.12-0.121 m. 


f: Fragment (I 4133) found on May 6, 1936, in a modern wall southeast of the Church of St. Philip (P 7). It is broken 
all around, but the flat, smooth back is preserved. 

H. 0.264 m.; W. 0.28 m.; Th. 0.12-0.121 m. 

L.H. fragment a, lines 4ff. and fragments 5-f, 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.0101 m. and a 
vertical checker of 0.0098 m. 

Ed. a: J. Sundwall, AM 34, 1909, pp. 63-65, no. 2; JG 112, 1590; Michel, Recueil d’inscriptions grecques: 
Supplément, Bruxelles 1912, no. 1536; δ: S. A. Koumanoudis, ’ Exvypagat ᾿ Ἑλληνικαὶ ἀνακαλυφθεῖσαι καὶ ἐκδοθεῖ- 
gat ὑπὸ τοῦ ᾿Αρχαιολογικοῦ Συλλόγου ᾿Αθήνησιν I, Athens 1860, no. 21; JG II, 851; JG 113, 1591; c, d, e: M. B. 
Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 100-135 (with a, ὁ, and f); f: M. Crosby, Hesperia 6, 1937, pp. 454-456, no. 5 (with 
a and ὁ); SEG XXXIII, 167; XXXV, 124. Photographs: a, lines 1-13, J. Kirchner and G. Klaffenbach, Jmagines 
inscriptionum atticarum, 2nd ed., Berlin 1948, pl. 60; f: Crosby, p. 454; all fragments: Walbank, pls. 30-32. See also 
Wilhelm, “Attische Pachturkunden,” pp. 189-217; M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 207-231; and Attische 
Pachturkunden, pp. 62-63, nos. 10 and 11 (summaries of a and b-/ without text). 


a. 343/2 a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 65 


a Θεοί 
᾿Επὶ Πυθοδότου [ἄρχοντος ------------- 95 59.........--..-.-.-- ] 
[᾿ΑἸθηνᾶς Πολιάδος ΕΝ ΠΥ ee Tepe ene ΡΤ ] 


Col. I ΣΤΟΙΧ. 29 


[é]v Κυδαθηναίωι τῶν AAE[. .]1Λ|.. >. :0]- 
5. [i]xia πρώτη ἐξ ἀγορᾶς προΐ..., μισθω:] 
[᾿Α]ρισταγόρας "Aptorodyplov...”.. .] 
[ἐ]ν Κυδαθηναίωι οἰκῶν: [... 29... J 
[ἐϊγγυ: Μοίριππος Motpay[e]vovs [Kvda]- 
[θ]η: δευτέρα οἰκία, μισθω: Πολέμων A]- 

10 [tJoxAdovs Pave: HFAAM: ἐγγυ: ᾿Αρ[χέδ]- 
[]μος ᾿Αρχεδήμο[υ] Αὐρι: τρί[τ]η οἰκ[ία, μ]- 
[|σθω: Αὐτομένης ᾿Ανδρο[μ]ένους Εἰ.. :] 
[Η]Ρ ΔΗΗ: ἐγγυ: Θεόδωρος Κίρων[ος Π]- 
[ρ]ασι: τετάρτη οἰκία, μισθω: Κη[φισό]- 

15 [|δω]ρος Σμικύθου Κυδαθη: ΗΔΔΔΙ.. : ἐγ]- 
[γυ:] Λεοντεὺς ᾿Αντικλείδου ΚΙ.. ee! 
[πέμ]πτη οἰκία, μισθω:] Λάχηϊς .. 7... ]- 
[.. δου Ραμνο: HAAMM: éyy[vn: Χαριά]- 
[δης ἢ Χ]αιροκλέους Λευκοίνο: ἕκτη οἰκ]- 


20 [la, μι]σθω: Λυκέας Λυί.. .... Peace ] 
(ee SP cainel ἐγγυη: Al... .... ee ] 
[....2....Jsoikta[...... ieee ] 
[... 82. μι]σθω: | πὰ ῷ ἴδε Perce ] 


lacuna (ca. 2-3 lines) 


25 


30 
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40 


45 
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Col. I XTOIX. 29 

lacuna 
leavers e ates A Ses asemie Lolvm? 
ΕΝ oe ἘΤῊ Jeoe 
eee rere: BO Git bee Fy atun a doses lorw 
paeeaeeces Sr awa ere te Mleveé- 
[evos?....... Eee ule: Av? |otxp- 
lndctaddaacas cae 1: po |Owr- 
ΠΕ. ΤΡ ly- 

lacuna (ca. 38 lines) 

Col. I XTOIX. 29 

lacuna 
Εν, ΡΟΝ Bets pea see [κι 
Ἄν. Oe Tee ]ρικλ- 
oneness Oe oats Js Χαριάδ- 
[o Aevkovo?: éyyu:....8.. .Jarns Νικ- 
a teass eee τ]έμενος Opiat 
Beer ee 13... : Moloxtw@v? Εὐφαμίδο- 
[ἐς 2. τ νι : ἐγγυ]: Κριτόδημος Α- 
ἥν eee τέμεν]ος Θρίαι ΤΑΣΤΕ- 
Ree eer x ]wpts τῆς ἐσχα- 
[τιᾶς, pow: ... 3... τος Τιμοκράτ- 
[ovs?....; 10. ἐγγυ]: Διονυσόδωρ- 
[OSecvesass re éloxaria(y) ὑπ- 
πον. ἜΤ ΤΥ [κ[.], μισθ- 
oases at sateen 

lacuna (ca. 5-6 lines) 

Col. I (or II) XTOIX. 29 

lacuna 
ΞΞΠν- Re Mae παν Ἰλεγι[.} 
ΠΥ S Cepia ] ἀπὸ τοῦ 
Reeser Paes , picOw: Διο]νυσόδω- 
[pos.... 0.00. ΕΣ οτος αν μοὶ ἀνε, JFAAAK:) 
LOY YUE ie twee: ΕΝ οἷυ Κηφι- 
ἘΠ ee ἘΣ ieee ], μισθω(:} 
pete ere |:FAAAC:) 
[eyyv:....... ha το δα Ἰδου Π- 
ἜΤ Ύν Ἔθος τὸν τ τς μου 
Seer reer ere eee ποτα τ τις JAA 
ΠΤ =e ene τς |x 
Pett ientt act cod vor Bes τ ογην ἐόν ἘΣ ἘΣ Ἰς 
een ree Boies utd as Ἰωρ- 
Perea cree ἌΝ Ae [κι 
Πν. ΤΟΣ te ἀν ἢ ἐπεππλ ον Ἄ]λω 
πὴ Wee ee ere le 
"να τεσ ΣΝ Ἐν να τον δὲ le 
eer eres Ἔθος Ste eee aie ly 


lacuna 


181 


182 


65 


70 


75 


80 


85 


90 


95 


100 
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Col. II XTOIX. 29 
lacuna 

ee eee ere colette τ τις ‘Al- 

yvor[:.. ©. ..: ἐγγυ: Xapwadrns Xal- 

ιρίωνος Φαλη: A[...... ΕΣ ΑΞ ΟΣ τέ]- 

μενος ἐν Ἕρμει, μι[σθω:. .... εν κῶς ]- 


Λυσιδή[μου] Κεφαλ: κῆπο[ι ἐν Ἄγραις ἐ]- 

φ᾽ “Ιλισ[ῶι, μ]ισθω: Φορμίων .. .7.... Φα]- 

An: HHH[HF"): ἐγγυ: Πολί. .... δι στὶς |- 

[.]vo[v] ΚΙ. .]: οἰκία ᾿Αλωπίεκῆσι, μισθω: IT]- 

[υα]νέψι[ος  .}{{ἰλιαμπί....... Pea ] 

[....K]JA[€o]us E[........ LL eee ee: 
lacuna (ca. 3-4 lines) 


Col. (I or) II ΣΤΟΙΧ. 29 
lacuna 

eee 14 ©... Διὸς ᾽Ολυμπίου oi- 

[κία... 8.) μισθ[:] ᾿Εργόφιλος Φίλω- 

νος... 8... Ἰυλῆσι otk: HPAAM: ἐγ- 

[yv:...7.. Jaros Δημέου Χολαρ(:) Διὸς 


[᾿Ολυμπίου οἰ]κία παρὰ τὸ Διονύσιον, p- 
[ἰσθω:. .5. Jos Πυθοδώρου ᾿Επικ: HFA- 

[.: ἐγγυ: Πυθό]δωρος Φιλοκλέους ᾿Επι- 
[xnp?: Διὸς ᾿Ολυ]μπίου πρώτη οἰκ[(]α, μισ- 
[θω:....3.... ]ης Λυσίου ‘Auag: ΔΔΔΙ.] 
ΠΕ ata lero[s ΑἸὐτολύκου TI. .] 
[δευτέρα οἰκία»... .7.. Jov[.Jas[..°.. 
are Oe actidea aie Itt: [ἐγγυ:]} 


lacuna (ca. 2-3 lines) 


Col. II ΣΤΟΙΧ. 29 
lacuna 

[ere ane a a re Alea! 

eee oe aah asthe Ἱμαί.. .] 

foeeare ἘΠ hehe , prc Ow:] Edun. .1- 


Leama 9... ο]υ Εὐω: PAAAL. .1}: éyyon(:) 
πον eS genes Ἰνίου Συπίαλ:] ᾿Αρτέμιδ- 

[os ᾿Αγροτέρας yup tov xalt οἰ]κία, μισθ- 

[w:] Σώιτοϊς . . δ levido(v] Παιᾳ; HHHHAC:) 
éyyv: Xa[...°.. Γν]άθωνος Λακ: ᾿Αρτέ- 

μιδος ᾿Α[γ]ρ[ο]τέ[ρας .. υλῆσι χωρίον, μ- 
Ow: Avol[iuja[xos .. .]κλέους ᾿Ερχιε(:} 
HHHP*: [ἐγγυ:... 7... ]s Κλεαινέτου 

Ἔρχι: ᾿Αρτέμι[δο]ς ᾿Α[γρο]τέρας οἰκία ἐ- 

vy Κολλυτῶι παρὰ τὸ [᾿Ι]λ[ει]θυεῖον, μισθζω:) 
Κηφισοφῶν Κεφαλίωνος ᾿Αφιδνα: PHA- 
ΔΔΙΈ: ἐγγυ: Φιλόφρων Φιλοκλέους Π- 

ειραι: ἐγγυ: Παυσίστρατος Λυσιμά- 

χου Πειρ: Ηρακλέους ἐν Κυνοσάργει 


105 


110 


115 


120 


125 


130 


135 


140 
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τεμένη, πρῶτον τέμενος, μισθω: Μείδ- 
υλος Μειδυλίδου ᾿Αζη: HHHP: ἐγγυη: 
Φίλων Φίλτωνος ἐκ Κοι: δευτέρον τέ- 
μενος, μισθω: Θεόδοτος ᾿Απολλοδώρου 
[Olivat: PHPAAAH: ἐγγυ: ᾿Αριστίων ᾽Αρ- 


ἌΡΗ neal: [ἐϊγγυ: Σίλανος Σωσίππ- 

[ου .. 5... : τρίτον τέμενος, μισθω: ᾧ- 

eeeaseoe Pleats! JHAAP: éy- 

[Ur ecaaesucses ae eo ΤῊ ] 
lacuna (ca. 2-3 lines) 

Col. II (or ITI) ΣΤΟΙΧ. 29 

lacuna 

[....Jov[... 3... ., μισθω: Τελεσίας T]- 

[ελ]έστου IIpof[:.......: ere ] 

ς Nixwvos "Ayap[p:......; Patel 

v χωρίου ἐχόμενος... .3..... dpior?]- 

epav, μισθω: Ξενί....... ΤΟ τον ]- 


ς Προβ: [ΔΔΛΔΙΓΉΗ.: ἐγγυ: Ἐενοφῶν) 


Ξενοφῶντος Ipof|: οἰκία παρὰ τὴν δὲὸ]- 


δας, μισθω: ᾿Αριστόϊδημος ᾿Αριστοκλέ]- 
ovs Oivat: ΗΙΡΓΉ: ἐίγγυ: Ξενοφῶν Ξε]- 
νοφῶντος Προβ: ἀπὸ τί[οῦ βωμοῦ βαδισ]- 
οντι τὴν ὁδὸν τὴν ἀστίικὴν ἐχόμενος 3] 

ἐν ἀριστερ[ἂ]ι τὸν βωμί[ὸν γύης, μισθω:] 


Nav(o)[ia]ls? Nexoorparo[v........... ] 

ἐγγυ: Νικόστρατος N[....1°.... ἐχ]- 

όμενος τούτου τὴν αυΐ..... re 7]- 

vs, μισθω: Κλεότιμίος..... oe 

HI: ἐγγυ: Xatpéor[paros... 8ὃ....] 

Σφήτ: κάμψαντι τοί...... aan é] 

ν δεξιᾶι, μισθω: El... ... eee ] 
lacuna 

Col. III XTOIX. 29 
lacuna 


(eee Drea anks Al...... Poe dues 
Poe oer ee μ]ισθω: ᾿Απήμων ᾿Αδεί. .]- 
ἜΤ eres ]ισοτ: ἐμ Πειραιεῖ ο- 

[ἰκῶν: .. ©. . JH: ἐγγυ: Φίλαγρος Λε- 


[-...«3ν νος ἐκ τοῦ τοίχου ἐν Σαλαμῖν- 
[c...7...8?] Καλλικράτης καθιέρωσε- 
[v... 3... ἡ χωρίον, μισθω: Φόρυσκος 

[.. δι ἐν ἌΪ]λῳ; οἱ; FAAAA: ἐγγ: Στέφαν- 
[os...7.. δου Παια: τέλμα τὸ παρὰ [τ]- 


[ὃ ἡρῶιον τοῦ] Νεανίου ἔξω τείχους εἰ.]- 
[-... 19ς.ςς 1 εἰς τὸ τέλμα φέρων τὸ δί.]- 
ey , μισθ]ω: Τιμοκλῆς Τιμοκράτο- 


[υς.....9..... ἐγγ: ᾿Ιππεὺς Κηφισοῦ- 
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145 [. 4. Κυδαϑ: τέμ]ενος Διὸς ᾿Ολυμπίου π- 


gente OP aceite σ]κηνὴ ἧι Εὐβουλο- 
[s...10... παραστ]άδιονϑ τοῦ θεατ- 
[ροῦ, μισθω:... ."...ς ᾿Αλεξίου ἐξ O- 
(eee ee Jros Xapioo[v] 
150 [......06. Ese oe eetene Ἰπεδιεῖ....] 
ὌΝ Biren ts Ἰετί.. 5... 


lacuna (ca. 5--6 lines) 


6 Col. II XTOIX. 29 
lacuna (ca. 5 lines) 
| ene eee “ἀπο τον tena. ] 
€lyy¥:... eee. Sie ont Ἂρτ]- 
ἐμι[δος.....« «ον ΤΥ ἐγ ΚΊ- 

155 ηφισίίαι......... on ee ], 
μισθω!:.......... OU etd τσὶ ἐκ K?]- 
odw: PH... 2.2... Be gee διατὶ 
μου ‘AAfali[:?........: ee 
ov Ξυπεῖ: ᾿Αρτέμιδος Boavpwvias? κἢπ]- 

160 ος @adnplot]e[........ 57.00.0000. | 
ξηλίω]ι [.Jo[-Jal......... Sc dheaucinae 
a .Jdweal........... Boe te ne ] 
ros ‘Ayv: HHA[AAJA[........ Lae je 


¢ Ξενοκρίτο[υ] ᾿Αφίιδ: ᾿Αρτέμιδος Bpav]- 

165 ρωνίας ἐμ Φιλα[ιδῶν .. ... ee , Mel- 
σθω: Avrip[a}yols........2 2 eee ] 
PH: ἐγγυ: Kng[........ Maas amends ] 
ἐγγ: Φιλιά[δης»... 15. ονννν Apr] 
ἐμιδος Blpavpwvias... δ. οἰκ]- 

170 tan[pwrn?.......... <r ] 
ἀι δπλαι ον ας eas teakleewans ] 


Fragments a, ὁ IG 112; c, d, e Walbank; f Crosby. Lines 115-116 ἐχομένου ..... a ἐτ]έραν Crosby. Line 123 ἀστί[ίαν] 
Crosby. Line 127 λύ[σιν] Crosby. 

Line 2: [τεμένη] Sundwall. Line 3: [rade ἐμισθώθη] Sundwall; [καὶ τῶν ἄλλων θεῶν] Walbank. Line 4: Walbank; 
AAE[.... JA von Prott (ap. IG 112); AAE[. .. JA Sundwall. Line 5: Lewis (ap. Walbank) would restore προ[σιτιό(ντι}} 
in preference to Wilhelm’s πρ[οσιο(ῦσιν)] (ap. IG 112); IG 112 gives πρ[ὸς ἕω]. Lines 9-10: Lewis, ap. Walbank. Lines 
47-48: A possible restoration is ἀπὸ τοῦ [βωμοῦ]. Lines 57-58: [x ]wp[iov] might be restored. Lines 58-59: [ot]xi[a] is 
possible. Lines 65: The initial letter of the deity’s name could be alpha, lambda, or, less likely, delta; ᾿Αἰπόλλωνος 
(Δηλίου or Πυθίου)], for example, would fit the available space. Line 71: K[7r](rtos) is possible. Line 76 (also 94): 
[᾿Αγκ]υλῆσι or [᾿Αγρ]υλῆσι Walbank. Line 91: [Movvtxias] might also be restored. Line 127: τὴν αὐ[τὴν ὁδὸν] 
Walbank. Lines 135-136: Ae[wy “AAatevs?] Walbank. Line 142: δίιώρυγμα) Walbank. Line 147: Also possible are 
[παρὰ τὸ στ]άδιον and [τὸ Παρ]αλίον. Line 153: [᾿Αρτ]έμι[δος Βραυρωνίας] Walbank. 


LAW AND DECREE OF THE STATE 


FUNDING FOR THE LESSER PANATHENAIA. 
LEASE OF TERRITORY CALLED THE NEA (OROPIA?) 
L7. Two non-joining fragments of Pentelic marble found at different times and places. 
a: Fragment (I 5477) found on May 27, 1938, near the Agora in the vicinity of Evangelistria Street (Judeich, 
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Topographie*, Plan 1, squares G 3-4). The flat top is preserved, above a double crowning molding and inscribed 


fascia. 
H. 0.326 m.; W. 0.37 m.; Th. 0.111 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.012 m.; line 2, 0.008-0.009 m. 


δ: Fragment (E.M. 7153) found on the Akropolis by the Propylaia in 1842. ‘The right side and back are preserved. 
H. 0.38 m.; W. 0.39 m.; Th. 0.13 m. 


L.H. fragment a, lines 3ff. and fragment ὁ, 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 0.0103 x 0.0103 m. 

For reasons of economy I print here only fragment a and lines 42-51 of fragment ὁ. For full description, text, and 
commentary, see A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. 

Ed. a: D. M. Lewis, Hesperia 28, 1959, pp. 239-247, photograph pl. 43; ὃ: K. 5. Pittakys, "Eg ’Apy 28, 1842, 
p. 605, no. 1064; 16 II, 163; JG II?, 334; Dittenberger, Syll.°, 271; a, δ: SEG XVIII, 13; XXI, 269; XXV, 65; XXXV, 
68; H. W. Pleket, Epigraphica I, Leiden 1964, no. 25, pp. 38-39; F. Sokolowski, Lois sacrées des cités grecques, Paris 
1969, no. 33, pp. 63-66; C. J. Schwenk, Athens in the Age of Alexander, Chicago 1985, no. 17, pp. 81-94. See also 
Robert (footnote 41 above, p. 64), pp. 189-203; REG 73, 1960, p. 153, no. 131; F. W. Mitchel, Greece and Rome 12 
(n.s. 2), 1965, p. 196 and Lykourgan Athens, 338-322 (Lectures in Memory of Louise Taft Semple, Second Series), 
Cincinnati 1970, pp. 35-36; M. K. Langdon, Hesperia 56, 1987, pp. 56-58; and Attische Pachturkunden, no. 13, 
pp. 63-67 (summary without text). 


paullo post a. 338/7 a. | τ ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 42 
a [Θ €| 0 —[t 

[ἐπὶ... “5.39 ἄ]ρχοντος 

eee cares Jo[. .. |) ᾿Αριστόνικος ᾿Αρι[στοτέλο]- 


[vs Μαραθώνιος εἶπ]εν᾽ τύχηι ἀγαθῆι τοῦ δήμου [τοῦ ᾿Αθη]- 
5. [ναίων, ὅπως ἂν τῆι] ᾿Αθηνᾶι ἡ θυσία ὡς καλλίστη ἦι Πανα)]- 
[θηναίοις τοῖς μ]ικροῖς καὶ πρόσοδος ὡς πλείστη γέν]- 
[ηται ἱεροποιο]ῖς, δεδόχθαι τοῖς νομοθέτ[α]ι[ς᾿ τὴν μὲν] 
[Νέαν μισθούτω]σαν δέκα ἡμέραις πρότερον νΐ.. .Ἶ... .] 
[οἱ πωληταὶ déx](a) ἔτη κατὰ δικληρίαν τῶι τὸ π[λεῖστον] 
10. [διδόντι τῶι πρ]οτέρωι ἔτει ἢ ἂν ἡ AA[.JANTI[...7...] 
ΠΝ μι]σθωταῖς ἐγγυητὰς λαμβάνουϊσι᾽ τοὺς δ]- 
[€ πωλητὰς τὴ]ν πεντηκοστὴν πωλεῖν τὴν ἐν τῆϊι Neat χω]- 
[pts τῶν ἄλλω]ν᾽ τοὺς δὲ πρυτάνεις προγράφειϊν βουλῆς] 
ο΄ [ἕδραν εἰς τὴ]ν μίσθωσιν τῆς Νέας διαρρήδην [καὶ τὴς π]- 
15 [εντηκοστῆς] τὴν πρᾶσιν τῆς ἐν τῆι Νέαι χωρὶς... ὃ... 


[.. ©... ἡ πρό]σοδος γένηται δυοῖν ταλάντοιν... ©. . .] 
[.... 9... τ]ῶν κτημάτων τῶν ἐν τῆι Νέαψι] κί... .3.... J 
[... 10... Ἰρχειν τῆι ᾿Αθηνᾶι' τοῦτο! ....... Peete ] 
[... 7... Παν]αθηναίων τῶν μικρῶν t[.... 9... . of δὲ ἀ]- 
20 [ποδέκται με]ριζόντων αὐτὸ eis ταὺ[τα τοῖς ἱεροποιο]- 
lis... 2... ον δ᾽ εἶναι καὶ τὸμ mpol...... ee ] 
[ον tL. αι μισθοῦν καθὸ ΤΟΙ. ...... ba eae 
[πὰ δ ὩΣ ee Ju τὸν δὲ raptay[......... ae eee ] 
aoe 11 μον Jovraorno[.JO[......... ae ee 


25 [......Ψ ee WS iach tas a8 ea ΑΝ ΝΎ ΤΡ ] 


3 \ \ “A / “A A 

[------ d]ao δὲ τῶν τε[τταρ]άκοντα μνῶν καὶ τῆς μι- 

“A “A “A f “A / 
[as τῶν ἐκ τῆς μ]ισσθώσεως τῆς Νέας βοωνήσαντες ot ἱερ- 

A A “ fad 

[οποιοὶ μετὰ τ]ὼν βοώνων πέμψαντες τὴν πομπὴν τῆι θε- 

“A ’ \ “a e€ / > \ A “A A 

45 [wt θυόντων rajuras τὰς βοῦς ἁπάσας ἐπὶ τῶι βωμῶι τῆς 
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“ “n / A A n n 
[᾿Αθηνᾶς τῶι με]γάλωι: μίαν δὲ ἐπὶ τῶν τῆς Νίκης προκρί- 
[vavres ἐκ τῶν] καλλιστευουσῶν βοῶν καὶ θύσαντες τῆ- 
A “Ὁ ’ “A “A aA “A 
[ι ᾿Αθηνᾶι τῆι] Πολιάδι καὶ τῆι ᾿ἸΑθηνᾶι τῆι Νίκηι ἁπασῶ- 
[ν τῶν βοῶν τῶ]ν ἀπὸ τῶν τετταράκοντα μνῶν καὶ μιᾶς ἐω- 
/ A / a / “a 3 / 3 
50 [νημένων νεμόντων τὰ κρεα τῶι δήμωι τῶι ᾿Αθηναίων ἐν 
a / “a / 
[Κεραμεικῶ]ι καθάπερ ἐν rats ἄλλαις κρεανομίαις"--- 


a -----.---.ἔἕὲ -.᾿᾿--ς.--- -.. -.- emu ete; ue meee .-- ..... --- .--.ὕ..-.-.. ... ....-..-............... i ee ee 


Fragment a Lewis. Line 2 [ἄϊρχοντος ---- Sokolowski. Lines 6-7 ὡς πλείστη ἐγλεχθῆι τοῖς θεο]ῖς, Sokolowski. Line 8 
v[....0t mwAnrat eis δέκ]ζα) ἔτη Sokolowski. Lines 9-10 τῶι τὸ πίρόδομα συνθέντι, κτλ.] Sokolowski. Lines 10-11 ἡ 
AAL[.JANTI] [prc Ow@O7t καὶ ἄλλοις μι]σθωταῖς Sokolowski. Lines 13-14 προγράφειίν ἐν στήλαιν δυοῖν τὴ]ν μίσθωσιν Sokolowski. 
Lines 15-18 χωρὶ[ς ἑκάστην" ὅταν δὲ ἡ πρό]σοδος γένηται δυοῖν radavroltv............. ἐκ τ]ῶν κτημάτων τῶν ἐν τῆι Neale] 
κ[αὶ τῆς πεντηκοστῆς ὑπάϊ]ρχειν τῆι ᾿Αθηνᾶι Sokolowski. Lines 18-19 τοῦτο [ἀναλῶσαι εἰς τὴν θυσίαν Παν])αθηναίων Sokolow- 
ski. Line 21 [διαλογισμ]ὸν δ᾽ εἶναι καὶ τὸμ προτέρων προσόδων Sokolowski. Line 22 καϑότίι---- Sokolowski. ὁ Dittenberger, 
Syll.3, 271. 

Line 8: Lewis offered Ν[εμεσίων] “as a remote possibility.” Lines 10-11: ἡ AG[s] ἀντι[μισθωθῆι] Sokolowski. Lines 
13-14: Lewis cited as a possible parallel for this restoration JG II?, 244, lines 36-37 and perhaps line 9. Woodward 
(ap. Lewis) offered προγράφειν ἐν τῆι βουλῆι καὶ τὴν μίσθωσιν). Lines 15-19: Lewis offered as a possibility χωρὶς 
τῶν ἄλλων, ἐὰν δὲ πρόϊσοδος γένηται δυοῖν ταλάντο[ιν κατὰ ἐνιαυτὸν ἀπὸ τ]ῶν κτημάτων τῶν ἐν τῆι Neale] κ[αὶ τῆς 
πεντηκοστῆς, ὑπάϊ]ρχειν τῆι AOnvar. 

The date of this document depends upon the identification of the property known as the Nea (lines 8, 14, 15, 17, 43): 
Lewis thought that the space available for the name of the archon in line 2 permitted restoration of the name of either 
Pythodelos (336/5) or Euainetos (335/4), and Robert offered convincing arguments for placing the Nea in the territory 
of Oropos that was ceded to Athens by Philip II in 338/7 B.c. (Hypereides, 4.16; Pausanias, 1.34.1). Thus, the date of 
the document is likely to be soon after 338/7 B.c. Langdon has suggested that, in fact, the Nea was a newly risen volcan- 
ic island off Lemnos, “Nea” rather than “the Nea”. 


DECREE OF THE PHYLAI OF AIGEIS AND AIANTIS 


SURVEY OF LAND ALLOTTED TO THE PHYLAI OF AIGEIS AND AIANTIS 
IN THE OROPIA. LEASES AND RECORDS OF LAND OWNERSHIP IN DISPUTE 


L8. Complete stele of Pentelic marble (I 6793), found in two pieces on July 4 and 8, 1957, re-used to cover a manhole 
leading to an underground water channel on the southwest slope of Kolonos Agoraios about 100 meters southwest of 
the southwest corner of the Hephaisteion (A 11). One small piece is missing from the right side at the break. The 
description of the stele and its dimensions are adapted from Langdon. 

H. 1.65 m.; W. at top, including molding 0.49 m., at top of inscribed face 0.455 m., at bottom 0.485 m.; Th. at top 
0.009 m., at bottom 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 0.0075 x 0.0075 m. 

Ed. M. K. Langdon, Hesperia 56, 1987, pp. 47-58, photographs pls. 9, 10; for a preliminary notice, see Agora III, 
p. 225, addendum to p. 92. See also W. Ameling, ZPE 77, 1989, pp. 95-96 and A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. 


ca. a. 330 a. XL TOIX. 57 
Θεοί 
[.Jouof.. Jef... 38. . Jpxou... 8... nf... eee. ἬΝ ΤΡ ] 
[.Jo[.Jo[.}eaAl..?. 1ργαί.}ιν[.1ιλ{.. «ον νον νννννννις εν ἀτραι προ τἢ ἀπὲ νος δε]- 
[δ]όχθαι ται[.. .]λ[. .Jrovs[...".... ΠΕ Seeks 29. ree ] 

5. [Js λιθιναί. .. Jwof-JAL Jef. . .]ν[. «νον νον νον ννν eee. OF ΕΘ ΡΥ ] 

[τ]ὸ κεφάλαιον [... .1η[. .....ὐνννννννννννν Meee ] 
[.] φυλῶν [.. πο ΤῸ lyyl---- 10 | Juovf.Jraf.... 5... ee ] 
αἰ.]κι{. .Jrovs [.τησί. . .1ε[. «...«ννν νον 2c eee ἐς ἘΝ tet cee hee ed 


of. ..7.. Jara[....|@vAn]. ... 5.1] vacat 


8 


20 


75 


80 


90 


95 


100 


105 


110 


115 
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[.Jx[. Ἰλλουί. .Jpa[-Ja[....Jof.... 242... Jopos |. . Jagial....... ΤΕ ] 
[... .10[.. Ἰιφαλί. .ὅ. .Jof...7.. Δι Wigs see IAAL. ap... 2. . Jpav{.Jof. . .] 
eae εἾσταλί ane lilidentee ieee: Jf. .]ακί....... 4 Oi sec if. >. J 
[.1α[.. ὅ.. Jov[. .Jof. .]ο[.... 19... Jopor. .]ιστοί...... a eee Jo[. .Jv[. . .Ja[.] 
[K]aAAuxparns [------------- ] vacat 

[.. 5. ωνενζ. «ον νννννννν νιν eee eae ΕἸ κι τος re Poe eee ee Ἰοκράτ 

[le [-. .]ο[. «Ἰλιτί. .]ο[. aad ost teed νιν ννν νι Pe ica τ cena α τοὶ te ὅπος τῶν logev 
EAE, Alsimetsnsisremaces, ΣΤΉΝ ΤΡ ]ομί. .] 
[.Ἰγοσιαμί.... 8... AL... eee eee NS end en eee Jof.. .] 


54 lines with only scattered letters preserved 


leat eaters nate noe Jraus [....] "A[va]@[A]v[orto...... ere ] 
[..ος ἐϊφύλωι τόπίωι.. .ἴ.. .1π|.. rf... .1{{]6[. «ον νον ν νος ee a ] 
[. .Ἰατεὺς [.... .πα[..... «νον νον νιν νιν ννννων ΤῸ παν πα τολ τόνδ δ παν παι ] 
[]εστοσιακμοί. .]ιο{...... Pe τὸν Jair[... 02... eee. LT eee ] 
[.. .] διαβὰς] τὸ[ν αὐλῶνα rlo[y....Jo[..... ᾿ς ΤΌΝ: |rar[....... Pc acd stale ] 
[- «.1{.]που[- «νον ον ννννν νιν ννννννν ee eee een ee ee ] 
[.. .Je[. . .Joxn[...Jro[.Jy[....... ee ᾿Αν]αφλυσίτιο...... εν τὸ ] 
[. .] διαβὰς τ]ὸ [ν] αὐλῶνα τΊ]δ[ν. ....«....Ὁνὐνννννς Se een Geet ee ] 

7 lines with only scattered letters preserved 
ὃ JeAL Jnl OTe Pode τὸ Jou Jo. oa matical sae are ἩΡΎΥ “Ρ]αἰμ]νο- 
ύσιος καὶ ἀμφισβητίεϊ. .1{... .1αἱ. lool. Jef. Jol... ee. πος re Jpl-] 
πάντα τὸν [τ]όπον |. Γ .|parn|. lagi. .° eee 10 iricintiaacele OP bis an Gee yf. .] 
ππαδιτος |. ἌΣ το φῆι Pca Vliscatceecete wed aac Lee re Jo. jal. .] 
ovros Evpy F ae igh of. . Jal. .2..] x[@]pifov..... Petia Il. pial Getess = carte Ja- 
dns € ἔχει μὰ Al. .]ιλ{.]εἰ... .]α{.]ομεί.] Λευκοσ ρα καὶ τὰ [π]ρ[ὃς] τοί.. > ἀπὸ 
τοῦ ‘Epyatov [rod] Λευκοπυρ[α]ίου. τ[ὀ]πίος .]ο[. .".. 5.,.γος ἔφυλοϊς... .Jovf. 2 .] 
[.]a[.]Jrar Καλλίστ[ρ]α[τος ᾿Ικ]αρι{ε]ὺ[ς.] ᾿Αλεξίας ‘ Y[Badns] noe ae i hae Jr[.] 
σελ... Ἰκαὶ το[ὐ]του... .3.... Juf.Juf-Jof-Jof-Jof...........%% 0000000000, ] 
ενον καὶ τὰς [.1τηι{.. .]ηι{ἰλυτοί. ... «ον ννννςν ἢ ce ae ee Ἰγων [ἡ]- 
ὑφεσβητε! Φ[ε]Ἰρεκράτη[ς] KoA[Av]rev[s]. mpos[.....°7..... Ix ..-. re ] 
ουί...(..- Jéws [.1{.1υ[.....1... Jun ὕλη... .1οσί.... 3. . Jef. i eee ax sot ] 
ενα τῶν Φίερ]εκράτου] τόπος] πολ[ὺς] ἔφυλος ἀργὸς μέϊχ]ρι τί. .“.. ]ο[....1...] 
ων ἔστιν καὶ οὐκ ἠνφε[σ]βήτί[ει οὐδ]εὶς [....] ὑλώνης. πίρ]ὸ[ς τῶι λόϊφωι πρί[οσκα]- 
τ[ε]ίργαστα[ι] καὶ ἕτερα ἐϊχόμ]ενα τούτων, τπερβάρτιι id thats ese nak ] 
ow παρε[λ]θόντι τὸν λόφ[ον] οἱ αὐτοί. ἀπὸ τοῦ λό[φ]ου. .]θηπί. .1εφί.... .3... |] 
τῶν Προξένοϊυ ἐρ]γ[α]σίμων τούτου ὧν φυ[λῶν] ἕτίερα ἐἸργάσιμα πολλὰ... ὅ.. |] 
v[.]nra καὶ [πεφυ]τευμένα[... ὃ... Jul. .>. Jar ἔδ[ αφ]ος καὶ οἰκίαν [... 8... 
τα[ῦ]τα ἔφη μεμισθῶσθ[αι]) Xa[pias Κ]ο[λ]λυτεὺς [.......... ee χαρ]- 
ἀδρία. .]ωνί. .. .]ο[.. .]ειτί.... ν]οτόθεν Πρόξενος [......... ΟΕ seth ] 
[π]ρὸς νότον [. . [Ἰ2ὼών πρὸς ἑσπέρα[ν] οιορανοιί.]αι[.. eel ] πρὸς [ἡλί]ο[υ ἀνιόν]- 
τος [.Ja[.Jez[. .]ρου[.]ημενα τούτων [.........ὉὉνν eee το]ύτ- 
ov [χ]ωρίου τούτου χαράδρα BvAAexol............ ᾿ τ ΡΟ Jopof.] 
ada καλουμένην τόπον ἔφ[υ]λο[ν] woA[uv........... a ron Ἰμέχρ- 
ι τῶν ἀμ[π]έλ[ων] τοῦτον émepyao[.............. OF cat Ν ΤΥ Υ Ine. .] 
ἕτερα [ἐπ]ε[ργαστο [.Jrn[.Jepu[A............206. Το ΤΥ Ν ] 


a βόρραθεν τῆι[.... 1. Jaf. .WBl......... ΒΕ ΘΕΕΙ, Juf. .2.. Jvf... .] 
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14 lines with only scattered letters preserved 


131 [[... .]τοί..... ae ices | Peer een Ἰομοσινί... σὴς ]ητοί.] τ[ὁ]π- 
[ος.]τοηί.. .΄.... Ιν τόπος ἐβ᾿γά σιμόν. see lois χων τί. 2. Jo[.]€ers ἡ[ν]φη- 
[σ]βήτει [. .Jo[. Jam[.Jevcov[.... 0.6... ]ο[.]μ{.]ωπουί. . . κἸαλούμενίος. .]ο[.] 


[ἐργά]σιμ[ο]ς [. .]x[.Jo[.] ἀνανφι[σβήτητος .. .]ροί. .1ο[... Bick Jol... .] ἐρ[γάσιμ]- 
135 os[. .Jwvos ἀ[ν]α[νφ]ισ βήτηϊτος..... Aone Jaf. Jap{... 8... JAof.. 5... €f.Jo 
17 


[... τόπος ἐργάσιμος ἀν[ανφ]ισ β[ήτητος. .". .Jof....... 17.0002... Jou 
[. . .] τόπος πολὺς nBal.|Aetdys ἐν ralis . .]αιοι.. .Jeye[..?. καί....7.. 1ε[.] 
[φ]άσκων μ[εμ]ισθῶσθαι MAU; δραχμῶν |... ]υνεί. τ]οῦτον . oe es ἰδ dpax 


ταῦτα ἔφη μεμισθῶσθαι π' ane “ΥὙβρίο[υ πρὸς τῶι λό]φωι [..”. . > Jnvnf.let{. - <i 
140 [εἸρσχί[ε]ῖν τούτων ἠϊν]φεσ βήτει “YBpilas ᾿Οτρυ]νεύς" τοῦτο[ν] τ[ὸ]ν τόπον [. . . .Je[.] 


[. . . ]ημι[.]στ[.] τῶν ὑλωνῶν Νόθιππίος..... Deas Jof. .. .Jovpof... 3. . 1 
of. .|s ἄπρατον τῶν φυλῶν ὕλην ef... 19... εφην ὁ[δὸ]ν [εἰ]ς τὴν Βοιωτί[αν] ε 
[. 2. θόλος ox. Jeol. kJadodpevo[s..>. του.... 19... Ἰανοί. .1ε[.]ου.... .] 
[..2. Jv τούτωι τῶι [τόπ]ωι ἐργασίίμωι....... .ἷ ΘΗ Ια[... ὅ pl. . -] 

145 [.. .]veov τῶν φυλῶν [ἔσ]τιν ἀνανφι[σ]βήτητα [. 1εορι[.. ...... 16 που τον ] 
o[. ]υλειμωνος τοῦ τησαθί. .. .10[.1αἱπαί.]τ[. .]οιπ|.... .10[.... 8... Jaf... J 
λαν ἀνανφι[σ]β[ ἡτ]ητοῖν. .]ο .Ἴιξε[.]τατί. .] ἀγριί. . .]Ἰδεορί ..]οσί.. ΟΕ Jao[....] 


p[. .]Ἰολειμωΐί. ... .]τοί... .[π|.]ιου[.. ἡ... Ἰκαλουμίέν]ου [. Hl se ens yal... .τ]- 
dros ἐγράσιμος αἱ. .Ja[....Jraf....9... Joof..... ee. 


6 lines with only scattered letters preserved 


156 [φ)ιλαίδης [.... 19... 1τ|.... Jue ὌΝ ] 
φλαί .]ο[.]ο[.... .JA[..... νι ρῶς ΠΤ okie wae Ὁ aan 
VOCOU TON0S Tso. oi so Gi tea tle ase keh i iteivbekens ere 


17 lines with only scattered letters preserved 

170 [. .]pevf. ἱμένωι οἱ. lon. Jef... ee ee Ἱμοι k[aAov]ul[evos] τόπος ἐ[ργάσ]- 
[ὑμ]ος καὶ ὕλη [...".. Jo[. .?.. ]ωί. . .JA[.]vpe[. .] τοῦτον τὸν τ[όπ]ον ε[.Ἰσαρί. .]r[. .] 
[r]ozo[s . .Jo[.Je[. .Jef.. .Jaf. . penne ὃ rolaos AI. ]x[. .] ἐργάσιμος [.Jap[. . . .] 
[. Jal. . .Jof. 2.9... Jerf. «ὅς ἡ ὃ δρυμ[ὸς Jal Jef. 8... Jaf. Jef Jel. Jul. Joeov 
dpa[x.JAAA AI. . ae Juptrov[... Jovi... .Ἰκλοήη. .. .]αο. .χί- Jal. . Jf. . Je 

175 kel... .Jnvel. .]αωί. .. .]ν. etl: . .JoA[.Jnrors [. Jel... .Jop[. .]ο[. -Jel. .Jon[.-.Jaf.] 
[.Jeea[.]r[.]o[.Jovzrap[. . .] καὶ τὸ lt |Bov[.JoA[... .JAL. . 6 Jol... .7... Jou. Jol. ] 
[. .]ιο{.. .]ιοπί... 72. 1ητ{.1ε[.. 8... Jaf. .1κ[.. ὃ. .1ε[.1δων!. .Jof...... ΘΕ ] 


[. Joraxat[...Jaof... 3... Jo[-Joal..... Ἂς ΝῊ Ϊοιτεί.]τί.}{... .Jeoel. . . .Jo 
[.. 5... Ἰλλοί... Jol. .?. Jroval.Jr[. Jef... 3... : καλου[μ]έ[ν]ου [.. . .Jral.. . Jo 

180 [.πο|.]εἰ... 8... JA. 1ητρια fe. el, Jof. . Ἵν Jira 
ὉΠ πα: ΠΡ |r[.]Je τῶι ye[. . .]γοί. .]ιο[....... eee Je[.] γειτονία ἧς τ 
[.Jva[...... 5 ee ley: HOV VEO |S eee ewe eLe eee aes EY Jue 
[.Jrnif....... Deicke AL. .?. .Joy[. . Jol. Jewf... 8... Jaf... ee ] 
(eee ραν: ]ἀπράτων [.... 19... 1ολί.......Ψ “ ae Ἰλυΐ. ne 

185 worl... ὃ... 7τ|...7.. dre... oo... ern Joe[. >. Ir[.... 200... 
Os eisioe Gti aig Begs teens une ate fe TT ee Ce etree ] 
ΈΉ ΣΡ eee ee ee ee ον jad. 22.) 

vacat 


Lines 1-187 Langdon. Line 11 [’ E]pxe{evs]? Walbank. 


CATALOGUE 189 

Line 2: Langdon suggested that the line could begin with the normal formula [é]mt Of. . . Je[. . ee ἄ]ρχοντίος --], 
noting that although epigraphical considerations permit restoration of the formula, a satisfactory name remains elusive: 
[ἐϊπὶ Φ[ρασ]ικλείδου ἄ]ρχοντ[ος], for example, is too early at 371/0, while the abbreviated demotic required by [ἐ]πὶ 
@[pvv]i[xov demotic ἄϊρχοντίος] (337/6) is not acceptable. Ameling offered as a possibility [ἐπὶ ᾿Οἰλυμ]π[ιοδώρου 
a]pxovr[os]. Other restorations are [ἐπὶ O[. . .]i[. . . "Ape? ]orapxov I[-- ], possibly naming one of the phylarchs; or per- 
haps an orator formula, e.g., [Β]όηθ[ος €]i[mev]; cf. the phyle decrees JG II?, 1143, 1146, and 1147. Line 4: I would read 
ταῖς [φ]υλαῖς, which Langdon rejects, seeing the second sigma instead as “a tau preserving both strokes in a deformed 
manner.” Lines 4-5: Langdon sees [ἐν δυοῖν στήλαιϊς λιθίνα[ις] as an attractive restoration. Line 18: Part of a name, 
such as [Πρ]όξεν[ος], seems possible; Langdon would read [ἔδ]οξεν. 

It seems clear that lines 1-9 contain the text of a decree, perhaps one that the phylai Aigeis and Aiantis, whose affairs 
are the subject of this document (line 10), have agreed to pass jointly. Line 10 surely begins the report proper, with a list 
of the names of the horistai, perhaps, in lines 11-16. The actual property-by-property listing begins at line 17: about 
thirty properties are discussed in all. The evidence of the letter forms appears to support a date in the 330’s or 320’s, as 
do the few names that can be identified at all; it might be possible to restore the name of the archon Phrynichos 
(337/6 B.c., although with the unusual addition of a patronymic and demotic) in line 2, but Ameling has recently 
pointed out that Oropos was again ceded to Athens in 304 B.c. and remained Athenian property until 287 B.c. (on the 
evidence of SEG III, 117, dated to 303/2 B.c., which deals in part with a similar division of Oropian land among Attic 
phylai); he suggests that the occasion for the decree was the archonship of Olympiodoros (294/3-293/2 B.c.). A date in 
the 330’s or 320’s accords well with the affair described by Hypereides (4.16-17), in his speech in defense of Euxenip- 
pos: when Athens acquired the territory of Oropos by gift of King Philip II of Macedon (Pausanias, 1.34.1) in 338 B.c., 
the land in the Oropia that was not sacred to Amphiaraos was allotted to pairs of Attic phylai. The date of the speech 
seems to be ca. 330-324 B.c., and this is likely to be the date of the present document as well. In any case, it cannot be 
later than 319 B.c., since by that date Athens had once again lost control of the Oropia (see Diodoros, 17.56.7). If the 
phylai leased out the land allotted to them for a ten-year term, this document might be placed near the end of the first 
ten-year term, in 328 or 327 B.c., when the number and nature of the disputes necessitated a thorough revision of the 
whole system. Osborne (“Social and Economic Implications,” p. 286 and note 22) suggests that this “inscription repre- 
sents the groundwork for . .. an apportionment, and that the tenants referred to are private tenants in existing occupa- 
tion.” If he is correct, the date would be close to 338 B.c. 


LEASE RECORDS: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 


L9. Two joining fragments (I 7116) of an opisthographic stele of Pentelic marble, found together on April 23, 1970, in 
a modern context on the north side of the Agora Square, southeast of the Church of St. Philip (O 6). 

a: The flat, stipple-dressed top and the right lateral and reverse faces are preserved. 

H. 0.309 m.; W. 0.183 m.; Th. 0.10-0.102 m. 


δ: The obverse face only is preserved, which joins the bottom of fragment a. 
H. 0.199 m.; W. 0.273 m.; Th. 0.07 m. 


a+ ὃ: H. 0.42 m.; W. 0.292 m.; Th. 0.10-0.102 m.; L.H. Face A, line 1 0.011 m.; lines 2ff. and Face B, 0.005 m.; 
stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.0086-0.009 m. and a vertical checker of 0.0088 τη. 


Ed. M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 177-191, no. 2, photographs pl. 45; SEG XXXIII, 168; 171; SEG 
ΧΧΧΝ, 124. See also M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 207-231. 


ca. a. 338-326 a. XL TOIX. 
FACE A 
a ἘΞ σε Ἐς Jtaiov 
Col. I (or II?) ΣΤΟΙΧ. 24 (25) Col. IT (or III?) LTOIX. 24 (25) 
ΞΕΡῸ ΤΥ ΞΟ ΞῈ | aoe. ee ] τούτου γύης ΓΗΠΕ- 
ἘΞΌΝ ΕΣ ] [-...ϑν νος μ]σθω: Εὐθίας Φαι- 
[---ο------------------ ] 25... . Jo: ΠΗΔΗ: ἐγγυη: 
[SSeS tes sas Sees ee ] [[Αριστοκλῆς] ᾿Αριστοκλέους “Apal:] 
ΒΦ ΟΕ ee eee ] [- «οὐ ἴδον τ]ούτω ? τὼ γύα πρὸς [.] 


[3 9 γξολξετὲ ερξὶ κερὰ λοι ἢ secs eee ] [-.«.«θνινς 1 παραδρομίς, μισθωζ:) 
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[--------------------- [....9.... Χ]αρίου ἡ Mata: HH<:) 
[--------------------- 30 [éyyun: .. . Ἱέξανδρος Χαριδήμο- 
[--------------------- ] [υ Προ.. .7.. Jos vacat ~ 
[--------------------- [ἐφεξῆς τούτο]υ ἰόντι τὴν ὁδὸν [τ] 
[--------------------- [w...3 2) τετμημένην δεξι- 
[-----~---------------- [as χειρός ὕ π]ρῶτος γύης, pro O[w<:)] 
[--------------------- ] 35... 20... Jods) Χαριδήμου Πρ[ο]- 
[--------------------- ] [.... 20... JAA: ἐγγυη: Χαιρί.]- 
[See Sa θεν τος ] [....Xapiov?]Tlaavte σ-υατοαὶ 
[--------------------- [καὶ ἐχόμενος] τούτου τὴν αὐτ[ὴν] 
[--------------------- ] [ὁδὺν.. ©. JTA ἐντὸς τῶν ὅρω[ν], 
[--------------------- 40 = [wo Owr: ᾿Αρι]στόδημος ᾿Αριστίο]- 
[--~------------------ ] [κλέους Οἰν]αῖ: ΗΔΔΗΣ: ἐγγυ[:] 
[See ae 5995 ] [.... 10. Jens Πολυκλέους [.]- 
b ΤῈ ee eee Ad] [....19...1 vacat 
ΞΕ : ΒΥ ΡΟ ]ηγί.] [καὶ ἐχομένω το]ύτου τὴν αὐτὴν [<éd0r) δὺ]- 
ρα Rees Εν pik , μισθω]τ: O[.]- 45 o y[va?, μισθω:] *Apiordinuos vacat 
5 οτος | eyyr|:] ᾿Αριστοκλέους Οἰ[ν]αῖ: HFAAAI:] 
ἘΘΌΕ Pe δοκὸς aac Inf. . -] ἐγγυ: Ξενοκράτης —_—vacat 
ἐπὰν τι δηλ ο ete ΘΝ ΤΕΥ Ἰεφιδι[.1- Γνιφωνίδου Mapadwro[s vacat | 
[sa Mass Oe rnin }f...-] II{a)pa (3)€ τούτω τὼ yva Tovrof.. . .] 
[5 δον ἐγ ας τὴς ρῆσὰ ΓΗ: ἐγγυη(:} 50 καὶ τὸν ἐχόμενον μεταξὺ τού ”)- 
10: τἰρρλλο το"; POs δι δ ο]υ ᾿Αζηνι:]} TOW τοῖν χωρίοιν καὶ τ[οῖν ” ] 
- 15), μ{ισ]θ[ω]: Aof. .] γύαιν, μισθω: ᾿Αριστοκλ[είδης] 
Ἔν 15... ἐγγ]υ: Man- Λυσανίου Προβαλιί: HFA... . :] 
ἜΞ- io eee ] Mapa&\:) ἐγγυ: Λυσιθείδης Λυσιμί. .. .] 
ΠῚ - Pees τς θώαιΣ Jaco 55 Olvaios — vacat 
15 LAS aches oe TF ccna οἷυ ‘Papv[o:] ᾿Απὸ τοῦ βωμοῦ βαδίσοντι τ[ὴν “”] 
lis cate seen aye ee ἸΙολοι[.]λ- ὁδὸν τὴν πομπικήν, devre[pos Ὁ] 
ΞΡ ree eer Ἱικί. ες | yons, μισθω: Σωνδρίδης L[worp?)- 
ΞΕ aes Seek aie cathe \enp arov ᾿Ἐροιά: HFAAAAM: [ἐγγυη:] 
ΠΣ κυ ie ee τὴν Ἰδου 60 Φιλοκράτης Φιλοκράτους ᾿Αχαῇ(:)] 
201. οὐχ ώξως PF i τρ απ ἡ it ]αί.] Τρίτος γύης ὧι νοτόθεϊν... ©. . .1- 
ee eee ἐν πο νὸν ]γαί.....] γωνιος, μι[σθω:. ..... ΕΣ ]- 
ΠΕ Ἐπ ital ἀξ Ἰυλ- κλε[ίδου......... ΡΟ ΤΥ ] 
lacuna lacuna 
FACE B 
Col. II (or IIT?) XL TOIX. 24 (25) 
a Πέϊμ]πτον κηπεῖον καὶ... ὃ... 


65 δδεξιᾶς χειρός, μισθίωτ:. .".. 
βουλος Πεισικλέουϊς . . Le sige 
AMAA: ἐγγυ: Nuxddy|pos . .? . .1- 
κράτους Muppiwwovatlos _—-vacat | 
“Exrov κηπεῖον ἰόντι δ[εξιᾶς “ | 
70 χειρὸς Move xt)ace, μισίθωτ: ° | 
Τιμόθεος Τιμοκράτουϊς. .".. ] 
ἐζγγ)υ: Σωσίδημος Γ λαύκωϊνος .. J 
(Πέμπτον) (“EBdopov) κηπεῖον οὗ ἡ συϊκάμι Ὁ J- 
νος ἔνεστίι]ν, μισθωτ: Al... .. 1.- 
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75 arparos KeAevorros [Πειραιε] 
PA: éyyv: Κελεύων[ vacat | 
Navovorparov Ietpaltevs vacat | 
"Oybdoov κηπεῖον δεξι[ἂς χεὶρ vv 1. 
Os, μισθωτ: Αἰσχίνηϊ!ς .. .΄.... - 
80 νίδου Πειραι: ΔΔΔΙ. .: ἐγγυη:] 
᾿Αριστομένης Εὐπόϊλιδος}... .....] 
Τὸ ἕλος: μισθωτ: ᾿Αρ[ἰστιππος Ὁ] 


ἐγγυη: ᾿Ολυμπιόϊδωρος; vacat ]- 
85 δΔιογείτονος ᾿Αχ[αρνεύς} vacat ] 
[Ἔ]νατον κηπεῖον [δεξιᾶς χειρ "0]- 
ὃς ἰόντι Μουνιχ[ιάζε, μισθωτ:] 


Νικόφημος Pop[......%..... - 
[.. JofJFAL]: ἐγγυη:... 8... 
lacuna 


Face A: Line 1 [rod ᾿Αμφια]ραίου is possible. Line 17 *Ix{aptev(s)]? Walbank. Line 21, e.g., Γα[ργ(ήττιος)), 
[Περ]γα[σε(ὐς)], or [Py] yal[te(ds)] Walbank. Line 23 [καὶ ἐχόμενος] rovrov? Walbank. Line 31 [Προβαλίσι]ος (or 
[Προσπάλτι]ος 3) Walbank. Lines 35-36 Πρ[οβαλίσιος] or Πρ[οσπάλτιος] could be restored. Line 39, e.g., [δύο 
xwp](iw)? Walbank. Line 54 Λυσιμ[άχου] might be supplied. 

Face B: Line 73 The mason inscribed πέμπτον for ἕβδομον. Lines 74-75 N[avot’”|orparos is a possibility. Lines 
79-80 [Αἰσχρωϊ]νίδουῦ D. M. Lewis (ap. Walbank). Line 88, e.g., Φορ[μισίου], Φορ[μίωνος], or Pop[va ----- }? 
Walbank. 

This document is dated by letter forms, as are L10, L11, and L12, to the 330’s or 320’s; if, as I believe, L9-L12 
represent the first decennial revision of the system of leases of sacred properties that is represented by L6, the date will 
be 333/2 B.c. 


LEASE RECORDS: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 


L10. A fragment of pale, bluish gray Hymettian marble (E.M. 8694), found in 1834 on the Akropolis, west of the Par- 
thenon. The left lateral and both inscribed faces are preserved, as well as, perhaps, the bottom of the stele. 

H. 0.358 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.004-0.005 m. (both faces); stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 
0.009 m. and a vertical checker of 0.0088-0.009 m. 

Edd. Face B: K. 5. Pittakys, "Eg ’Apy 34, 1853, pp. 865-866, no. 1387; JG II, 1056; JG II?, 2495. Faces A and B: 
M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 191-199, no. 3, photographs of Faces A and B pls. 46, 47; SEG XXXIII, 169, 
171. See also M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 207-231 and Attische Pachturkunden, no. 14, pp. 67-68 
(summary of Face B, without text). 


ca. a. 338-326 a. XTOIX. 
FACEA 
Col. IT (IIT?) ΣΤΟΙΧ. 24 (25) 
lacuna 

[πε eet eee } 
ere αν αν Ἱεδοί. .. .} 
ΤῊΣ Ta widsk JA: ἐγγυί:....] 
Ξπ- IS... ] Φη[γ]ούσίιος 90] 

5 13. alt οἰκία εἰ...] 

ΟΝ eae ΣΕ eRe Jrov[... .] 

Ξ5ΞΞ- re Jwpos [....] 


ee eee 1: HHPXA): éyy[v:] 
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Eee Pee cea ΣΝ lylelvovs “Pal[u<:)] 
ΞΕ - Be sada ] καὶ οἰκία [. .] 

10° [stares eee a Ἰύων Κηφ! ἰ]- 
[σο... 2... . 1 FHHAAAAH: ἐ]- 
[γγυ:. elo. Inv: ἐγγυ!:] 
ΤΕΥ ee Ἰτίο]υς ᾿Αζη 5} 

loeaeveew: ae τού]του τοῦ [. .] 

Por. Weeaies ΝΣ , Milo Ow 
feces Datasets ojv OFf.] 
Beers oe ee ee ef. .] 
(ee ὌΠ φλί. .] 

[αν τὸ ἀρ ο DE κῶν ἐν ᾿Ἐπιϑ]κηφισί]- 

20 [a... το Ἰσωί. .]τεσί.. .] 
eee OY ΤΟ ΒΟΥ lef. . .] 
ΠΡ - a rr Jao[. . .] 

πυ ee Tov|rov τοῦ [. .] 
eae Te event sees ae Joo[... .] 

285. “eee ΜΉ Ἢ Ἰωπί .]σί.] 
Gerec PP cehonasde πα, prc Ow: 
ene eee Jov[s] Tee[pat:] 
[προ eee Inf... Jol... .] 

πεττῶν nee οἰκί]α Ὁ [. .] 

0... “ρους Leer ]orovov 
lice tena ΕἾ τοῖν Μιϊ]λτιάδου [. .] 
ΞΞἘ- ΕΟ ὦ ], μισ[θ]ω: [.]- 
cee ee Jrov ᾿Αφιδίνα)] 
beets ee ] ral... .] 

lacuna 
FACE B 
Col. I ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 24 (25) 
lacuna 


35 [τ]ά[δ]ε ὕστερον ἐμισθώ[θη 6° | 
[αἸὐτὸς αὐτοῖς χρόνος [ἐστὶν ” | 
τῆς καταθέσεως τῆς μ[ισθὼ τυ 1- 
σεως καὶ τῶν ὡραίων ”[ vacat | 
τῆς κομιδῆς συαοαί 
vacal 
40 ᾿Αθηνᾶς τέλμα mpos ταῖς [πύλαις] 
ταῖς παρὰ τὸ Διοχάρουϊς.. ?. .] 
βαλανέον, μισθω: ᾿Αρρε[νείδης] 
Χαρικλέους Παιανι: Af. . .© . .] 
ἐγγυ: Γνίφων Προκλέοϊυς .. . .] 
vacat 


45. ETN eel Eescans Re ie ata ] (in rasura) 
lacuna 
Face A Walbank; Face B /G II, 1056. 
Face A: Line 4 [πρῶτον τέμενος καὶὶ οἰκία é[xopevor]? (or e[y ----]?) Walbank. Line 6 [Διόδ]ωρος [’ lovyevous 
‘Papuvotor(os)]? Walbank. Line 8 [”Iot}y[é]vovs? Walbank. Line 9 [δεύτερον τέμενος]" Walbank. Line 12: e.g., 
[᾿Ατ]ην(εύς) or [᾿Αζ]ην(ιεύς) or [Kvda6]nv(atevs) Walbank. Line 14: eg., [ἐχόμενος τούτου τοῦ [τεμένους] 
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Walbank. Line 16 Oi{v(atos)] (or Oi[7(@ev)]?) Walbank. Line 22: e.g., [᾿Αναγυρ]άστιος], [Opt]ao[tos], [Tepy]ac[evs], 
[IIreAe]ao[tos], [Τειθρ]άστιος], [PvA]ac[tos], or [Πρ]ασ{ιεύ(ς)] Walbank. Line 30 [’Ape]orovov? Walbank. 
Face B: Line 45 ἐπὶ Σ[ωσιγ]έϊνους ἄρχοντος] (342/1 B.c.) is an unlikely restoration, in light of the letter forms. 


This stele was engraved by the same mason as he who engraved L9; thus, its date is likely to be the same as that of 1.9. 


LEASE RECORDS: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 


L11. Fragment of pale, bluish gray Hymettian marble (I 4569), found on March 6, 1937, in a Turkish wall in the 
center of the Agora Square (K 9). The smooth-dressed left side is preserved with a left margin of 0.009 m. at line 4. 

H. 0.108 m.; W. 0.116 m.; Th. 0.025 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, almost square, with a horizontal checker of 
0.0096 m. and a vertical checker of 0.0094 m. | 


Ed. M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 200-203, no. 4, photograph pl. 48; SEG XXXIII, 170, 171. See also 
M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 207-231. 


ca. a. 338-326 a. 


Col. I : XTOIX. 24 (25) 
lacuna 
[- ..Ἱν[. «ον νν νος ed τ τς δὴ ] 
“συν: I 
tos Erea[........ ne 
Παρὰ OAAAI.......; ΟΡ Ι- 
5 ὃδε,μισθω: Ί!....... ΕΣ βατῶν ] 
wvos Μυρριίνο:.. 6: ἐγγυ:] 
Με[ι]δ[ {1ας [.Jud[...... 24.00... ] 
[.JOETIEAEI[.JAZ[...... Ee eeae st 
Φαληροῖ αἴ...... «ον ννννςν M]- 
10 ὕος Φαλίη:....... 28.0.0... ] 
6. «ον νν νος La ere 
lacuna 


Line 2 [*Ix]ap(tevs) or [XoA]ap(yevs) (or [Ax ]ap(vets) or [Ppe]ap{pros)?) Walbank. Line 3: Perhaps [Xat- 
peotpalros? ᾿Ετεάϊνδρου Παιανιεύς] (or ᾿Ετεάίρχου ᾿Αγρυλῆθεν]). Line 4: Perhaps παραθαλαϊττιο-- ----Ἰ (or παρὰ 
θάλαϊτταν] or παρὰ θάλαϊμον)]). Line 6 [Μείδ]ωνος or [Λάμπ]ωνος 9) Walbank. 

This document may be by the same mason as he who engraved L9 and 1.10, but the marble is of a different type, so 
that it must be part of another stele. The date should be the same as that suggested for L9 and L10. 


LEASE RECORDS: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 
L12. A fragment of bluish white, micaceous Pentelic marble (I 1977), found on May 8, 1934, in a Byzantine context on 
the northeast slope of the Areopagus (M 23). The smooth-dressed top is preserved. 
H. 0.122 m.; W. 0.106 m.; Th. 0.032 m.; L.H. 0.005 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 0.009 x 
0.009 m. The intercolumnar space is 0.003 m. 


Ed. M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 203-206, no. 5, photograph pl. 48; SEG XXXIII, 171. See also M. B. 
Walbank, Hesperia 52, 1983, pp. 207-231. 


ca. a. 338-326 a. 


Col. I XTOIX. 24? (25) Col. II XTOIX. 24? (25) 
ἘΠ ὙΦ ΤΟ ἢ |mero "Aypl........ Oe sad Scenen ie ]- 
eee Psa ait Jrevs Ετί.] DN mbites gale as aries ] 
ἘΠῚ τὸ bag lea! εἸγγυη νυ εγ[γυη:..... ΟΡ Ι- 
ΞΕ ΤΕ ΕἾΤ ieecte ΦαΪ]ληρεύς ” 15. elastase ne ee ee l- 
18 24 

ἘΝ ΤΥ |rat xno[.] 1 (ena eels SPE RAD aD Ore ] 

ΜΞ ͵ ΞΡ Md μιῆτι τι λον Ἰαγγέλου lacuna 
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Coc Fee ποεῖ δὲ Ἰίδης 22 
π᾿ ΒΝ Jos Coe" 
ere ee re Ἰοπωί.]ιον ” 
10 ΕΟ ne Ἰσος 2 
de satan Me tenia Gk vous [.?.] 
lacuna 


Line 11: Probably a name, either [-- ]vovs or [---- νοῦ ΣΙ----]. Line 12 dyp[os] or dyp[ot] or, perhaps, ἄγρ[ιος]; it is 
less likely that this line contains a reference to the districts of Agrai or Agryle, or even to the Goddess Artemis Agrotera. 

This fragment is of the same general date as L9, L10, and L11 but is probably the work of a different mason, whose 
preference it was to observe syllabic divisions at the ends of lines. If it belongs to the same series as those three texts, it 
will have the same date as that suggested for them. 


DECREE OF THE DEME OF PEIRAIEUS: CONSTRUCTION AND LEASE OF A THEATER 
L13. Four fragments of Hymettian marble, found at different times and places. Fragments a, ὁ, and c join each other. 


a: Fragment (I 2440, now E.M. 13447) found on February 15, 1935, in the wall of a modern house over the East 
Stoa (O 14). The left side and rough-picked back are preserved. 
H. 0.079 m.; W. 0.105 m.; Th. 0.038 m. 


b: Fragment (I 6439, now E.M. 13446) found on February 15, 1952, in the foundation of a modern house northwest 
of the Church of the Holy Apostles (O 14). The right side and back are preserved. 
H. 0.17 m.; W. 0.12 m.; Th. 0.055 m. 


c: Fragment (E.M. 7719) of unknown provenience. The back and left side are preserved. 
H. 0.085 m.; W. 0.11 m.; Th. 0.048 m. 


d: Fragment found before 1828 in Athens; it is now in London (British Museum 12). The left and right sides and the 


rough-picked back are preserved. 
H. 0.225 m.; W. 0.219-0.229 m.; Th. 0.055-0.065 m. 


a, b,c combined: H. 0.174 m.; W. 0.208-0.215 m.; Th. at top 0.038 m., at bottom 0.055 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.006 m. (all 
fragments); non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.009 πη. (fragments a, ὁ, c, d, lines 19-32); fragment d, lines 
33ff. have a vertical checker of 0.008 m. 


Ed. a: B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, pp. 1-2, no. 1, photograph pl. 1; 6: B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 32, 1963, 
pp. 12-13, no. 10, photograph pl. 4; c: JG II?, 1176 a; d: CJG I, 102; E. L. Hicks, Ancient Greek Inscriptions in the 
British Museum I, London 1874, no. XII; JG II’, 1176 b. a, ὃ, c: Meritt (1960). a, ὁ, c, d: R. δ. Stroud, CSC'A 7, 1974, 
pp. 290-298, no. 3, photograph of a, ὁ, c pl. 4; SEG XIX, 117; XXI, 516, 521; XX XIII, 143; C. J. Schwenk, Athens in 
the Age of Alexander, Chicago 1985, pp. 366-370, no. 76; A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. See also Attssche Pachtur- 
kunden, nos. 30, 31, pp. 86-88 (summary without text). 


a. 324/3 a. NON-ZTOIX. 31-40 


lacuna 
a+b [τὴν] σκηνὴν προί. +? Jaci... .JG[---*--- ] 
[ἐϊάν τι βο[ὐ]λωντίαι πε]ρὶ τὴν οἰκοδομίαν" 
ἐξεῖναι δὲ αὐ[τοῖς χ]ρῆσθαι λίθοις καὶ 
γῆι ἐκ τοῦ τεμ[ένους] τοῦ Διονύσου" ὅταν δ᾽ 
5. ἐξίωσιν παρὰ [-- Ὁ Ἰἅπαντα ὀρθὰ καὶ €- 


PON ca. 7 | \ a 
στηκοτα᾽ ἐαϊν ---- --------- -- Ἰείψωσιν πρὸς τῆι σκη- 


σθώσεωϊς] ᾿ Ηγησίας ἄρχων" τοὺς δὲ δημό- 
10 τας θεωρεῖν ἀργύριο[ν] διδόντας πλὴν δύ- 

cots οἱ δημόται προ[εδρίαν δ]εδώκασι᾽ 

τούτους δ᾽ ἀπογράψαίι πρὸς τοὺς π]ρια[μέ]- 

νους τὸ θέατρον᾽ εἶν[αι δὲ τὴν προεδρίαν) 

καὶ τῶι δημάρχωι καὶὶ ---- -“5 “-- - καὶ τῶι κή]- 
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15 put καὶ εἴ τωι ἄλλωι [δεδώκασιν ot δημόται] 


[τὴ]ν προεδρίαν" ὅσοι δ[ὲ ------------.- 3 =A et 
1 ca. 
[ΞΘ ΕΞ aaa INisas8es35- eee 
lacuna 
lacuna 


τοὺς πριαμένους τὸ θέ]ατρ[οὴν πα[ρέ]- 

[χειν τοῖς δημότ]αις ἡδ[ω]λιασμένην τὴν θέαν [κα]- 

20 [τὰ τ]ὰ warpia: ἐὰν δὲ μὴ ποήσωσιν κατὰ τὰς συνθ[η]- 
κας τὰς περὶ τὸ θέατρον, οἰκοδομῆσαι μὲν Πειρα- 
έας τὰ δεόμενα, τὰ δ᾽ ἀναλώματα τοῖς πριαμένοις 
εἷναι ἐπιτιμητὰς δὲ αἱρεῖσθαι Πειραέας ὅταν πα- 
ραδιδῶσι τὸ θέατρον τρεῖς ἄνδρας ἐκ Πειραέων᾽ 

25 ἀναγράψαι δὲ τὸν δήμαρχον καὶ τοὺς ταμίας ἀντί- 
γραφα τῶν συνθηκῶν εἰς στήλην λιθίνην καὶ στῆσα- 
ι ἐν τῆι ἀγορᾶι τῶν δημοτῶν᾽ παραγράψαι δὲ καὶ τὸ 
ὄνομα, παρ᾽ ὧι ἂν κείωνται ai συνθῆκαι: ὠνηταὶ ᾽Αρι- 
στοφάνης Σμικύθο: FH: Μελησίας ᾿Αριστοκράτο: XH 

30 ᾿Αρεθούσιος ᾿Αριστόλεω Πήληξ: F: Οἰνοφῶν Εὐφι- 
λήτου Πειραιεὺς: ΧΗ. συαοαί 
Καλλιάδης εἶπεν᾽ ἐψηφίσθαι Πειραεῦσι: ἐπειδὴ Θεαῖος 
φιλοτιμεῖται πρὸς τοὺς δημότας καὶ νῦν καὶ ἐν τῶι 
ἔμπροσθε χρόνωι καὶ πεπόηκεν τριακοσίαις dpa- 

35 χμαῖς πλέον εὑρεῖν τὸ θέατρον, στεφανῶσαι αὐτ- 
ὃν θαλλὸ στεφάνωι ἀρετῆς ἕνεκα καὶ δικαιο- 
σύνης τῆς εἰς τοὺς δημότας" στεφανῶσαι δὲ 
Kat τοὺς πριαμένους τὸ θέατρον ᾿Αριστοφάνην 
Πειραέα, Μελησίαν Λαμπτρέα, Οἰνοφῶντα 

40 Πειραιέα, ᾿Αρεθούσιον Πήληκαι συαοαί 

Line 1 Walbank and Woodhead; [τὴν] σκηνὴν προ... . Ἰασι [.... 6 pace ] Stroud. Lines 2-8 Stroud, with additional readings 
by Walbank in lines 4 and 8. Lines 8-9 Attische Pachturkunden, p. 88. Lines 9-13 JG 112. Line 13 Stroud. Lines 14-16 JG 112. 
Lines 18-40 CIG. 

Line 5: Stroud offered the possibility of mapa[dovvat] or παρα[δόντων), comparing JG 112, 2492, line 15 and 2499, 
line 17. Woodhead (per ep.) suggested παρα[διδόναι]. Line 6: Stroud suggested ἐὰ[ν δὲ περιαλ]είψωσιν, citing 10 112, 
1672, line 61 and 2499, line 7. Line 7: Compare SEG XXIV, 203, lines 16-18 and JG II?, 2499, lines 11-12. Line 8: 
mapa? Woodhead. Line 13: εἶν[αι δὲ καὶ προεδρίαν] Woodhead; JG II? εἶν[αι δὲ προεδρίαν rots ἱερεῦσιν]. Line 14: 
Stroud suggested xa[t rots ἱερεῦσι), comparing JG 112, 1214, lines 22-25; xa[t τῶι ταμίαι] Woodhead. Line 15: 
Walbank and Woodhead; Stroud reads dotted kappa, sigma, upsilon, or perhaps psi, followed by eta, iota, or kappa. 

Stroud suggested (p. 297) that the name of another person, who is not included among those honored in lines 32-40, 
should be restored in lines 7-8: this man was given the right to remove tiles and lumber from the site. He may have been 
mentioned in the missing upper part of this document. 

The contract was to begin in the archonship of Hegesias (324/3 B.c.). Behrend (Attische Pachturkunden, p. 86, 
note 171) suggested that the lease had been granted late in the previous year, when the name of the incoming archon 
was already known, but Stroud pointed out (p. 298) that in the absence of the name of the month when either the 


muisthosis began or the first payment came due, it is equally possible that the decree and the inception date of the lease 
both fell in 324/3 B.c. 


LEASE RECORDS: LEASES OF SACRED PROPERTIES 


114. Two fragments of pale bluish marble, probably Hymettian, found at different places and times. 

a: Fragment (E.M. 8015) found on the Akropolis before 1873. It is broken all around; the back has been reworked in 
Christian times. 

H. 0.28 m.; W. 0.17 m.; Th. 0.11 m. 
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b: Fragment (I 5775) found on April 15, 1939, on the surface near the Mycenaean Wall on the north slope of the 
Akropolis (V 24). It is broken all around and at the back. 
H. 0.071 m.; W. 0.062 m.; Th. 0.059 m. 


L.H. 0.004-0.005 m. (both fragments); non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.009 m. 
Ed. a: JG 11, 852; II?, 1592; a, δ: M. B. Walbank, Hesperia 53, 1984, pp. 361-368, photographs of both fragments 
pl. 69; 54, 1985, p. 140; SEG XXXIV, 124. 


fin. saec. TV vel init. saec. III a. NON-ZTOIX. 70-75? 
lacuna 
a [eee eoetesoesee JaxA[ ------------------- πρῶτον τέμενος ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθ]- 
[woaro —----- Is WAGE iG? | Sa a See eee : ey: 
ae ee ee ee : €y:] ‘Eoriatos Λυί-------: δεύτερον τέμενος ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθώωσατ]- 
losses : Αλι]μού: pio: Γνίφω[ν9 ------------ : ἐγ: --------------------- ΙΞ 
δ΄: {33 36: : ἐγ: ----ἸΣιονυσοδώρ[ου: ----: ἐγ --------------- : τρίτον τέμενος ὃ πρό]- 
[τερον ἐμισθώσατ]ο ‘HpaxAeidy[s -—----------- {WIC eee ειεεςς ες ] 
[Sesien= : ly: Καλλιάδης Αἰ ------------- : τέταρτον τέμενος ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθωσ]- 
[aro ----- κἸλέους: “AyyeA: μισ: Ανί -------------------------- : ἐγ: ----- -- - ΙΞ 
[----: ἐγ: -- - γείτων Θεοπόμπου: Α[-------- ἐγ: ----------------------------- iE 
10 [----: πέμ]πτον τέμενος Θεαί------ ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθώσατο -------------------- ] 
[: μισ: -- ---- -- ΑἸίγιλι: XHHPAA: ἐγ: Aw[-—-------------------- : ἐγ: -------- ] 
[: ἐγ: - --- οἷυ: Αἰγιλι: ἐν Κυνοσ[άργειῦ -------------------- ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθώσ]- 
[aro ----- :] oix: μισ: Χαρίδη[μος9 ------ :-ἐγ: ---------+-+-----+----------- ] 
Ξ--- :- ἐγ: -π τ πτπτ- Ἰτίμου! Ppeap: ἐν -------------~-------------- ὅ πρότε]- 
15 [ρον ἐμισθώσατο ------- :] ἐγ Μυρρι: μισ: A[------------ : ἐγ: -----~---------- ] 
ΞΕ τ -- (sees elws τέμενος ὅ πρότερον ἐμισθώσατο ---------------- ] 
[: peo: --------- Ἰμαχος Εὐθί[ου:9 ------- ἐγ: -+~-----++~-------------- ] 
[-------------- |PY[==* IZ[ -------------------------------------- | 
lacuna 
lacuna 
b ————_ -- ΔΗ: [ey: --------------------------------------------- ] 
20: ||PoS nas ss aa an ae ΕΑ ελεξθιτς: 
[------------ Se a a lc 
[aaa : Α]ίγιλι: | ------------------------------------------- ] 
[ΞΘ ΞΞΞΞΘΕ εἰ Ἐ ΠΕ ΤΟΙ oats Sae te eae a ee eee 
sat a Ἰο 1} Dpelapy Sasa aa SaaS SSS Se eae 
lacuna 


Fragment a [6 II, expanded by Walbank. Line 7 Ai[ytAtevs] JG 112 and PA 7784. Line 12, JG 112. Fragment ὁ Walbank. 


Line 1 [“Hp]axA[éous ἐν Κυνοσάργει reyevn]? Walbank; cf. L6, lines 102ff. Another possibility is [ἐν Kuvocovpat]. 
Line 4 Γνιφω[νίδης]" Walbank. Line 6: Another possibility is ὅ “HpaxAetdn[s καθιέρωσεν]; cf. L6, lines 137-138. 
Line 12: Another possibility is ἐν Κυνοσ[ούραι]. Line 13 Xaptdy[ptdns]? Walbank. 

The two fragments may derive from different stelai but are clearly of the same date: there are slight differences in let- 
ter forms and in abbreviations, but the system of identifying tenants and guarantors by name and patronymic, followed 
by a punctuation mark and then by an abbreviated demotic, is precisely the same on both fragments. They thus form 
parts of a series, similar to L8(?), L11, and L12, in which the information regarding leases was recorded on several 
stelai of the same date. They may well, indeed, be a continuation of the series comprised by L8 (343/2 B.c.), L11, and 
L12 (333/2 B.c.?), but their letter forms indicate that they represent revisions of the system two or three decades further 
on, perhaps 303/2 or 293/2 B.c. 
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LEASE RECORD: LEASE(S) OF PUBLIC PROPERTY 


L15 (Pl. 14). Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 6007), found on June 3, 1947, in a Byzantine context in the industrial 
district east of the Great Drain (C 19). It is broken all around: the back, though flat, is probably not original, in view of 
the preserved thickness of this stone. 
H. 0.077 m.; W. 0.065 m.; Th. 0.021 m.; L.H. 0.006-0.008 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.014 m. 
Unpublished. 


fin. saec. TV vel init. saec. 111] α. NON-ZTOIX. 

lacuna 

[----------- Jos Kepa[A ---------------------------------- ] 

ae |KaeCpoUvs δα ὁ] isa sas Saas See ee ee ae 

[aS == χρόνος] ἄρχει τῆς μ[ισθώσεως —----------------~-----~---- ] 

πα τι (eee ee eer eee ee rere | 

a: | Pee sees | Atl Sees Sa a aera ease eases 
lacuna 

Line 1[---]os Keal[Aov (or Atwvos?) demotic] are possible; [---]os Κεφα[λῆθεν] or κεφάλαιον] have been sug- 


gested by G. V. Lalonde (fer ep.). Line 2: Cf. JG 112, 2492, lines 23-24, for horoi around leased property. Line 3: 
Cf. JG 112, 2492, lines 18-19 for the formula for the inception date of a lease. Line 4: Another possibility is [K ]epa- 
μω[ν]; cf. PA 8267: Κεράμων Φλυεύς. This is perhaps the start of a new lease, the end of the dating formula of line 3 (if 
so, perhaps, the name of a demarch), or, more likely, part of the formula that permits the outgoing tenant to remove 
timber and roof tiles that he has added to the leased building; cf., for instance, JG 112, 2499, lines 13 and 35. Line 5: 
Perhaps éy[(yunrns)]. 

This fragment was brought to my notice by G. V. Lalonde. The formulas suggest that this is a lease granted by a 
public body; it is of much the same date as L14. 


DECREE OF ORGEONES OF BENDIS AND DELOPTIS: LEASE OF CULT PROPERTY 


L16. Fragment of Hymettian marble (I 4143), found on May 14, 1936, in a Byzantine context at the northwest corner 
of the Agora proper (G 4). The right side and rough-picked back are preserved. 

H. 0.12 m.; W. 0.24 m.; Th. 0.063 m.; L.H. lines 1-2, 0.008-0.010 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 
0.015 m.; lines 3ff., 0.006-0.008 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.01 m. There is a vertical uninscribed 
space of 0.04 m. between lines 2 and 3. 


Ed. B. D. Meritt, Hesperia 29, 1960, p. 21, no. 27, photograph pl. 6; SEG XIX, 125; A. G. Woodhead, Agora XVI. 
See also Attische Pachturkunden, no. 42, p. 99 (summary without text). 


fin. saec. 11 vel init. saec. La. NON-ZTOIX. 55-60? 


------------------------- JWercov[-—S* | 
[—~——--+————-~~~~~~~._-- ἐι]ς τοὺς θεούς vacat 


ΝΟΝ-ΣΤΟΙ͂Χ. 75-80? 
[PRP eee eee eae eee le ret Βενδῖδι καὶ Δηλόπτει...] 
[--~~----~-------------+-- ] Opaxes ἐπειδὴ ἡ βουλὴ κ[αὶ ὃ δῆ]- 
5 [pos --------------------- ἐμίσἸ]θωσαν ᾿Αθηναίοις ἘΞ... - 
ca. 12 
lacuna 
Lines 3-5 Meritt. 


Line 1: Perhaps [στεφανῶσαι ἕκαστον alitav ἰθαλλοῦ στεφάνωι ἐ ἀρετῆς ἕνεκεν καὶ εὐσεβείας τῆς εἰς τοὺς θεοὺς 
(cf. IG II?, 1297, lines 15-17), or ἰστεφανῶσαι αὐτὸν χρύσωι στεφάνωι ἀπὸ ---- δρα]χμῶν [εὐσεβείας ἕνεκεν τῆς τε 
πρὸς τὴν Βένδιν καὶ τὸν Δηλόπτην καὶ τοὺς ἄϊλλους θεούς; for the second part of this restoration, cf. JG 112, 1324, 
lines 13-19. Line 2 [πρὸ]ς Meritt. Line 5: Another possibility is [ἐμίσἸθωσαν" ᾿Αθηναίοις [δὲ --------]. 
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Lines 1-2 seem to have been cut by a different and less skilled mason than he who engraved lines 3ff., which are 
inscribed with smaller, more closely spaced letters. Woodhead (per ep.) believes, however, that the same mason worked 
on both parts of the document. The date depends upon the assessment of the lettering. 

As lines 3ff. are restored by Meritt, the obvious interpretation is that the orgeones of Bendis and Deloptis have leased 
something to the Athenians. This interpretation could be changed, however, if a different punctuation were to be 
adopted: for instance, if we read [é€uio ]@woav’ ᾿Αθηναίοις [δὲ ------Ἰ, it would be possible to interpret this document as a 
record of a lease entered into by the orgeones from the Athenian State, and I am inclined to view this as the more likely 
interpretation, despite the unanimous contrary opinion of my predecessors. 


APPENDIX 


In this section are gathered inscriptions from the Agora excavations that have sometimes been thought to be 
lease records, or for which a case of sorts can be made for assigning them to this category. 


LEGES SACRAE. DECREE OF THE DEME OF MELITE 
LEASE OF PUBLIC PROPERTY? (OR CONTRACT FOR PUBLIC WORKS?) 


LA1. Seventeen fragments of Pentelic marble, found at various times and places, forming parts of a flat-topped, four- 
sided pillar, probably originally set up in the City Eleusinion. The fragments are numbered here in the order of their 
probable positions, where determinable, in Faces A, B, C, and D, and after that at random, with positions uncertain. 
The order is that established by Meritt, as modifed in JG I’, and the descriptions of the fragments are adapted from his. 


Face A 

a (I 1317 a): Fragment from the upper edge of the stele, with somewhat roughly dressed top preserved, which joins 
the left side of the corner fragment ὁ, found in the wall of a modern house south of the central part of the Middle Stoa 
(M 14) on February 10, 1934. 

H. 0.159 m.; W. 0.04 m.; Th. 0.096 m.; L.H. 0.018-0.019 m. Interline ca. 0.003-0.005 m. 


ὃ (I 1317 b): Fragment from the upper right corner of Face A, with the right face also preserved and with a 
roughened top, found in the wall of a modern house south of the Stoa of Attalos (Q 13) on February 28, 1952. This 
fragment joins the right edge of fragment a. 

H. 0.135 m.; W. left face, 0.15 m.; Th. right face, 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.018-0.019 m. Interline Face A, ca. 0.003-0.005 m.; 
Face B, ca. 0.002-0.005 m. 


c (I 1230 d): Fragment from the lower left side of Face A, preserving also part of its left lateral face (D) of which only 
the top part (four lines) is inscribed, found in the wall of a modern house outside the Agora Square south of the Church 
of the Holy Apostles (Q 19) on November 25, 1937. 

H. 0.257 m.; W. 0.151 m.; Th. 0.098 m.; L.H. 0.020 m. Interline Face A, ca. 0.003-0.005 m.; Face D, ca. 0.004- 
0.005 m. 


d (I 1230 c): Fragment from the lower left side of Face A, with the uninscribed left side preserved (though the corner 
is broken), found in the wall of a modern house outside the Agora Square south of the Church of the Holy Apostles 
(Q 19) on November 22, 1937. 

H. 0.175 m.; W. right face, 0.20 m.; Th. left face, 0.089 m.; L.H. 0.017 m. Interline ca. 0.002-0.005 m. 


e (I 4350): Fragment from the lower right side of Face D, with this face uninscribed and with text preserved on its 
right lateral face (A). This stone was dug out of the wall of a house at 5 Polygnotou Street, between the Greek and 
Roman Agoras, by a workman who had been hired to whitewash the house and by him delivered to the Agora Museum 
in 1936. Meritt assigned this fragment to Face C and Face D (his fragment no. 8). 

H. 0.222 m.; W. (uninscribed face), 0.10 m.; Th. (inscribed face), 0.165 m.; L.H. 0.018 πῃ. Interline ca. 0.004- 
0.006 m. 


Face B 


Fragment ὁ, already described, forms the upper left corner of Face B. Fragment / occupied the upper right corner. 

f (11175 b): Fragment from the upper right corner of Face B, with the right face also inscribed, and with a picked 
top, found built into the west wall of the Church of St. Athanasios (G 19) on the north slope of the Areopagus on March 
13, 1939. 
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H. 0.31 m.; W. left face, 0.205 m.; Th. right face, 0.155 m.; L.H. 0.018-0.019 m. Interline Face B, ca. 0.002- 
0.005 m.; Face C, ca. 0.002—-0.006 m. 


g (13110 b): Fragment from the lower right side of Face B, preserving also part of its right lateral surface (Face C) of 
which only the top part (four lines) is inscribed, found in the cellar wall of a modern house just outside the Agora 
Square to the southeast (Q 18) on February 17, 1938. This fragment joins above fragment h. 

H. 0.195 m.; W. left face, 0.105 m.; Th. right face, 0.20 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. Interline Face B, ca. 0.002-0.006 m.; 
Face C, ca. 0.001-0.003 m. 


h (1 3100 c): Fragment from the lower right side of Face B, preserving also an uninscribed part of Face C, found in 
the wall of a modern house just outside the Agora Square to the southeast (P 17) on February 23, 1938. This fragment 
joins below fragment g. 

H. 0.30 m.; W. left face, 0.125 m.; Th. right face, 0.235 m.; L.H. 0.015 m. Interline ca. 0.002-0.007 m. 


Face C 
Fragment f, already described, forms the upper left corner of Face C. 


Fragments g and A, already described, have their right lateral faces in Face C. Only four lines of text are preserved, and 
below them the stones are uninscribed. 


i (I 1230 a): Fragment made up of two joining pieces which are uninscribed in Face C but with text preserved on the 
right lateral face (D). The upper (thin) piece was found in the wall of a modern house south of the central part of the 
Middle Stoa (L 14) on January 23, 1934, and the larger (substantial) piece which joins below it was found in the wall 
of a modern house over the eastern end of the Middle Stoa (N 13) on March 6, 1935. 

H. 0.42 m. overall; W. left face overall, 0.185 m. (uninscribed); Th. right face, 0.10 m.; L.H. 0.017-0.019 m. Inter- 
line ca. 0.003-0.005 m. 


Face D 

j (11175 a): Fragment from the top of the stele with part of the roughened top surface preserved, although with indi- 
cations of a smoother drafting toward the front, otherwise broken, found in the wall of a modern house south of the cen- 
tral part of the Middle Stoa (M 14) on December 29, 1933. 

H. 0.118 m.; W. 0.165 m.; Th. 0.062 m.; L.H. 0.016 m. Interline ca. 0.002-0.007 m. 


Fragments 6 and z have already been described. Their lateral faces belong to the lower edges of Face D. Fragments c 
and d, also already described, belong to the lower right edge of Face D, the respective levels on the stone being deter- 
mined by the restoration [ἐν τ]δι htepot, which runs over from fragment c to fragment 1. 


Fragmenta sedis incertae 

k (1 2088 a): Fragment of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, found in the wall of a modern house over the southern 
part of the Odeion (L—-M 11) on November 21, 1934. 

H. 0.182 m.; W. 0.081 m.; Th. 0.124 m.; L.H. 0.019 m. Interline ca. 0.004-0.006 m. 


/ (1 2088 b): Fragment of Pentelic marble, found in a modern cistern east of the southern part of the Odeion (N 11) on 
March 6, 1935. It had been found originally by Fauvel and stored in his house, where it was seen and transcribed by 
Gell and published as CG I, 1035 (republished as /G I, 7 and JG 12, 7) but was then lost. It is composed of two joining 
pieces of marble, broken on all sides and at the back. Its place on the original pillar is uncertain. 

H. 0.35 m.; W. 0.18 m.; Th. 0.108 m.; L.H. ca. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.001-0.005 m. 


m (I 1243): Fragment of Pentelic marble broken on all sides, found in a modern context west of the Odeion (K 12) on 
January 24, 1934. 
H. 0.177 m.; W. 0.057 m.; Th. 0.125 m.; L.H. ca. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.003-0.007 m. 


n (E.M. 6560): Fragment of Pentelic marble broken on all sides, found by Pittakys east of the Propylaia and pub- 
lished as JG 12, 841. The fragment is of considerable size, but only a small portion of the surface is preserved. 
H. 0.32 m.; W. 0.29 m.; Th. 0.25 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.002-0.004 m. 


o (1 1230 b): Fragment of Pentelic marble broken on all sides, found in the wall of a modern house over the east end of 
the Middle Stoa (N 13) on January 26, 1934. 

H. 0.16 m.; W. face, 0.027 m.; Th. 0.064 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.005 m. 

p (1 3654): Fragment of Pentelic marble broken on all sides, found in a Late Roman context over the west end of 


South Stoa IT (L 15) on February 29, 1936. The marble has veins of crystalline structure similar to those of fragment g. 
H. 0.11 m.; W. 0.07 m.; Th. 0.065 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.002-0.004 m. 
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g (13110 a): Fragment composed of two joining pieces of Pentelic marble, broken on all sides, of which the one on the 
left (1) was found in the wall of a modern house over the area of the Southeast Fountain House (O 16) on October 11, 
1935, and the one on the right (ii) in a modern context outside the Agora Square to the southeast (Q 18) on February 7, 
1938. 

i: H 0.19 m.; W. 0.185 m.; Th. 0.085 m. 

ii: H. 0.198 m.; W. 0.156 m.; Th. 0.074 m. 

i+ ii (combined): H. 0.236 m.; W. 0.284 m.; Th. 0.085 m.; L.H. 0.018 m. Interline ca. 0.002—0.006 m. 


Ed. CIG I, 1035; JG I, 6, 7; JG I’, 7, 841; B. Ὁ. Meritt, Hesperia 36, 1967, pp. 72-84, no. 15, photographs of all 17 
᾿ fragments pls. 24, 25; SEG XXIV, 1; JG 1, 243. 


ca. a. 480-475(?) a. FACE A NON-ZTOIX. ca. 30-31 
a, b [ἔδοχσεν τέι —---------------- βίολέι : ἐπ 
᾿ ---- ἄρχοντος --~---------- ] ἄλλει : ε- 
ΠῚ εν. | ἐπορί...] 
[---------------------------- Jue[... . | 
en ee ππππππινεσ Ικλί....] 
soe a feof... 
———— σα οεεαδεεεςι D/L] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
i cei ae | 
καὶ μάν[τειῦ --------------.--.-.----- κα]- 
10 1 ἀκολο[ύθοισι-------- - - --- --.-.-:Ξ-..------- ] 
av Ὠιερί -—------------------------- ?a]- 
ποδοι: €| -------------------- Ὁ Βιερομν]- 
ἐμοσι: πί -------------------------- ] 
[.]oos με Ἵ| -------------------------- | 
15 [.] ro’e: πί ------------------------- ] 
[. .]εν τεί --------------------------- ] 
lacuna 


lacuna of at least 2 lines 


d (ee eee eee eee 
[.... Jae: ral -----------~------------ 
[.... ]s wA[-------------------------- 
20 [....]Jiiiroe/ [ -------------------- 
[....]vra: [ ------------------------ 
[... . Jyol --------------------------- ] 

lacuna 

lacuna 
€ 622 τυ σον σι  σπ  - ] 
οστο[----------------------.--.------- ] 
25 αἰταὶ ------------------------------ ] 
α ἐστί ~---------------------------- ] 
ov: xa[ --------~------------------- 
os: τοί ---------------~------------- 
adx[~----------------—-------------- 


lacuna 


bf 


στῆ 


55 


30 


35 


40 


45 


50 


60 


65 
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FACE B 
θεσ[μὸς ἀπὸ τὸν πρόσθεν τὸ] Θερ[ικ]λείο [᾿Α] 
τθίϊδον στέλον τός τε νῦν Πι]ερομνέμον- 
as: κ[αὶ τὸν δέμαρχον τὸν Μελι]τέον : τῶι ἢ- 


[------------~---- Jare[.Jov : ér- 
[--~--------------- Javo[.]: χρι- 
[(@ov-—-------------- ] dv0: τριτε- 
[--~-~--------+---- ]: ovo: he- 
[wtx---------------- μέλ]ιτος : he- 
[MX ΞΞΞ ΞΘ Sane Se esas πβξίξοξεθεες ] 

lacuna 

lacuna 
ΠΤ οὐ ee Ir. 
[eer τ ee ee Ἰρτί.} 
[--------------------.------------- lor% 
[-------------------~-------- Je: αἰ.] 
eee γι. 
fe ee eesti | 
[--------~-------------------- Ιν ἢ 
[---- --.-.---------------------- lav: ο- 
[--------------------------------ς-ς--- Ἰδικε 
[------------------------------ Ἰειον 
[------------------------------ |ros ὁ 
[----------------------------- lis av- 
[-----------------~---------- λοι: ἐν 
[-----.ς---------------------- los: av- 
[---------------------------- lev: τ- 
[Seta Ξε δ aes SoS SS SSS SS Ἰυτο 

lacuna 

FACE C 
loloier | pee sees os ees See ] 
[1εν he ταί ------- --- -- ------------- ] 
levies; 0l=4=2-242 ες το ξ fee ] 
τὸν βολόΪμενον------------------.-.. ᾿Α]. 
ΡΝ Δ ΠΌΘΟΝ ΤΣ ] 
δόλος: fol ΞΞ eee ee ee ee ] 
tas: ὃδραχίμ--------------------ς-.---- ] 
(ev : horo[ ----------~---------------- ] 
[.]s TOLES αἴ -------------~---------- ] 
[. .Je: hots [ ---~----------~-----~----+- ] 
[. .]s κοιν ------------------------------- ] 
[....] hvep[ -------------------------- ] 
eee “ap[ -------------------------- ] 


lacuna 


NON-ZTOIX. ca. 30-31 


NON-ZTOIX. ca. 30-31 
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lacuna 
gth,i νῦν « [------++--+=—---++-----+~~-+ ] 
[νας : πρὶ -----~-----~---------- ? Βιερομ]- 
70 [ν]έμοσι: τεί ~----------------~--~--- τετ]- 
[ἀ]ρτες τυ [ vacat 
vacat 
ca. a. 450(?) a. FACE D NON-ZTOIX. ca. 30-31 
a [ἔδοχσεν Μ]ελιτεῦσίι: ------------------ ] 
“πο opel mpotep| ~~------------~---- ] 
[... 10... dye: τί See i eee ] 
75 [------- lea: B [------------------- ] 
— hia aig eee te | 
— betes aes | 
lacuna 
lacuna 
1,C,d,é €y|----------~~+-+---+~+--~+--+----~+-~+-+- ] 
ne ee συ | 
80 p[---------------------------- an ee 
y|------------------------------ Jeca 
7|----------------------~----- Jas 2% 
mapo[vroy ~-----~----~------ ἐν T Jou Πιε- 
poe >| vacat ] vacat 
vacat 
lacuna 
k 85 [------- Ji to: [ ------------------- ] 
[------- Jev : o[------~--~--~-------- ] 
[------- $wo: [ -------------+---+--- ] 
Ss ἘΠ“. | 
[3.33-- - a a οξνε Ει εβερρῖς, ἔα, ξῆε: ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
ἰ 90 [--------- ἰεν[ --------------------- ] 
ears | ὁβά! Χ ΙΕ Soe | 
[=-=-= ? ἀκόλο]υθοι: [----------------- ] 
[--------- JreoOalt ----------------- ] 
[------- - - - Ἰοῦς ἃ» τευ ἐς e Soe USS ] 
95 [--------- Ἰιοττεί ------------------- | 
[--------- Js Gp pe 8[ ---------.-----.-- ] 
[--------- μι]σθοσθαι ---------------- ] 
[------- μέχρι δρ[αχμὸν -------------- ] 
[-------- ] me €xre[ ------------------ ] 
100 [--------- Je μισθί ----------------- - - - - ----- ] 
ΞΕ -- Ιν : πράττίεν ------------------ ] 
[-------- 1: ἔ εὐθ[ύνεσθαι------.------- ] 
— ene ee | 


lacuna 
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lacuna 
m [aeoe ls: {πο Ξ Ξε See ae eee ease Sa aee 
105 [----]: : : ταί -----------------~---- ] 
cee poh t= cepa ae | 
baao aa a τ» ἐπα πὰς ] 
lacuna 
lacuna 
n one | πηι οιεειεεολεείσιο οὐῖξιε εἰδεῦτοιδ | 
eo lagt eer ξεα teres ote tee | 
110 [--- Βιϊερέοίς ----------------------- ] 
(----]Jee: [ro- —---------------------- ] 
So hip aac ee | 
[----- Je : τοί ----------------------- ] 
[-----]W#[------------------------- | 
lacuna 
lacuna 
0 115 [----- Jal -------------------------- | 
ee σον | 
[Se πς pl ase SseessseeeaeesHaeaaae= 
[===+= a a υβιβίε:: 
SS SSes δ 1} Greene aaes pose aer eS 
lacuna 
lacuna 
p 120. ΠΕ |e") =22Ssssssseeeeseo5S ese 5S- 
[SSS |t0! Se aes Sa See See πε αν 
[----]y: éa[y ------------~---------- ] 
[Sas σὲ Ὁ ip) SaaS e eases eee ξ, 
Pea z= (inl SSeS SS ae eae eee ae 
lacuna 
lacuna 
q 125: {aoe Juoe] ------------~-~---------- ] 
[-----]ν : σκάφεί --------------------- ] 
[----- -[ισεσθαι : [.Ἰοσ 3! ---------------- ] 
[--- μὲ ὀλε]ίζον : Ehemra é[re γεγον--------- ] 
[---]éav: μὲ ἔλθει: τεί ----------.-.--.-ὄ- ] 
130 [---- εὐθύ]νεσθαι : τὸς hifep ------------- ] 
[---- δε]μόσιον : ἔ εὐθύϊνεσθαι --------- - ] 
[---- Βιε]ροργέι : ἐς xoww[o—------------- ] 
ΞΕ ΞΕ ΒΞ ]: [Ἰαάλεϑ éa[y -------------- ] 
[---~---- €lvreAe | ------------------ ] 
1235 [--------- Jeva : [ --~--------------- ] 
lacuna 


Lines 3-4 ἐπορίχεσ-------- ?] IG I? (cf. JG 1", 251, line 3). Line 4 IEOP? JG 15. Lines 9-13 JG 3. Lines 32, 35, 37-38 JG 15. Lines 
56-57 [κοι]] νονίας Meritt. Lines 59-60 [ἀ]δόλος Meritt. Line 65 xoev[ovias] Meritt. Lines 69-70, 76, 92 IG I. Line 96 [---]s ἂν 
pe a[--—] Meritt. Line 99 éxre[toat] Meritt. Lines 128-129 JG 15. Line 132 JG 15. 


The restorations are those offered by Meritt in the editio prima, except where noted above. Line 1 [rét ἐν ᾿Αρείοι 
πάγοι BloAé Meritt. Lines 30-32: Meritt (p. 73) adduces the evidence of the boundary stone JG 112, 4973: [tlepo[y 
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᾿Απόλ]λωνοίς Πατρ]ώιου φρ[ατρία)]ς Θερρικ[λειδ]ῶν. He suggested (p. 77) that the bottom of Face A would have con- 
cluded with a phrase such as [ἀναγράφσαι és στέλεν λιθίνεν τὸς ἀρχαίος]. Line 33 [ypayplare[t]ov? Meritt. Lines 
56-57 [Irlovias? IG I? (cf. JG 1", 383, lines 151-152; 1049). Line 96: Meritt here follows earlier editors. Line 99: 
Meritt follows Hiller, JG I?. Line 132: Another possibility is [ἐὰν δέ τις καἸκοργξι IG I>. Line 133 [β]αλὲν or [κ]αλὲν 
IG 1". 


POLETAI RECORD: CONFISCATION OF THE PROPERTY OF THE THIRTY TYRANTS 
AND OF THEIR FOLLOWERS 


LA2 (PI. 14). Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 1557), found on March 13, 1934, in a late context north of the Tholos 
(G 11). It is broken all around and at the back. 

H. 0.024 m.; W. 0.052 m.; Th. 0022 m.; L.H. 0.008 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 0.011 x 
0.011 m. 


Unpublished. 
a. 402/1 a. XTOIX. 32 
lacuna 
[.... καταβολ]ή HA[-------- vacat | 
[τὰ ἐπώνια 6] πριάμενος ἐτέλει υαοαὶ | 
(ree Petey: Ιἀπ[έγραψεν ..... Pete ] 
lacuna 


This should be part of Stele IV or Stele V of the poletai sales records in which the confiscation and sale by auction of 
the property of the Thirty and their adherents were recorded in the archonship of Mikon (P2 above), but it makes no 
join with any other published fragment. For the restorations, see the text of ΡΖ, lines 68-96. 


POLETAI RECORD? CONFISCATED PROPERTIES? 


LA3 (PI. 15). Fragment of bluish gray Hymettian marble (I 1818), found on April 20, 1934, in a late context over the 
Tholos (G 12). The stipple-dressed left side is preserved, with a drafted edge 0.015 m. in width, where it joins the face. 
The left margin is 0.053 m. 

H. 0.055 m.; W. 0.079 m.; Th. 0.052 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a square checker pattern, 
0.0113 x 0.0113 m. 


Unpublished. 
saec. ΙΝ a. ΣΤΟΙΧ. 

lacuna 
a ae ΣΕ ΣΑΣ δνρεε ] 
(8 [ nnn | 
§eo[---------------------------------------------------- 
a 
a a a 

lacuna 


The zeta followed by an uncut space (line 2) suggests an abbreviation, almost certainly of the demotic [’A]((nvtevs ): 
thus, this document may be a record of sales, confiscations or leases, in which lessees and guarantors are listed by name, 
patronymic, and abbreviated demotic. The relatively large checker pattern is unusual in poletai documents; see, how- 
ever, the checker of P40 above, which is dated in 307/6 B.c., as well as some of the non-stoichedon documents of the 
same general date. Too little survives of this document for any convincing restoration to be accomplished. 


POLETAI RECORD? CONFISCATED PROPERTIES? 


LA4 (PI. 15). Fragment of bluish, probably Hymettian marble (I 4602), picked up on March 9, 1937, on the north 
slope of the Akropolis, near the Post-Herulian Wall (T 24-25). It is broken all around and at the back. 
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H. 0.039 m.; W. 0.094 m.; Th. 0.038 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; stoichedon, with a horizontal checker of 0.0076 m. and a 
vertical checker of 0.0072 m. The intercolumnar space is 0.015 m. 


Unpublished. 
post med. saec. IV a. XTOIX. 
Col. I Col. II 
lacuna lacuna 
[------------- Ἰνωνιον ὃ- [------------------------------ ] 
[--- ὧι γείτ: βορ]ρ: ᾿Αγνοδ- 5 o[----------------------------- ] 
[ημ------------------- ---- - Ἰνιλλαν κί ------.--.-.------------------.--- ] 
πα εκ; πὰ κα ἰκλιτη ι[ --------------------------------- ] 
lacuna lacuna 


The directional abbreviation (line 2) suggests that this text is more likely to be a poletai document than a lease record: 
if so, its spacing and letter sizes are identical with those of the Kerameikos fragment ὁ of P21 above, and it may derive 
from the same stele, which contained a list of confiscated properties of the period 360-350 B.c. 


POLETAI RECORD: CONFISCATED PROPERTIES (IN THE DEME OF ARAPHEN?) 


LA5 (Pl. 15). A fragment of badly eroded, micaceous Pentelic marble (I 6245) showing signs of burning, found on 
October 18, 1949, in a Byzantine context just southwest of the Agora Square (E 16). The stipple-dressed left side is 
preserved. The face has suffered damage since the photograph was made, and considerably less can be read now than 
appears in the photograph. 

H. 0.226 m.; W. 0.162 m.; Th. 0.104 m.; L.H. 0.006-0.007 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.013 m. 
The left margin at line 3 is 0.01 m., increasing to 0.012 m. at line 15. 


Unpublished. 
fin. saec. TV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 

[-* "|| ------------------------------------------------- 
eee ee eee | 
a ΘΘΕΙ ΣΣΘΙΘΣΙΣ ΕΣ ΟΣ ΞΙΞΟΟΣ ΕΙΣ ] 
cae ee | 
Stee a ee ae ee eo tee ea | 
at [yetr? -----------~---------------------~--~----------- ] 
νευς [| -------------------------------------.----.-------.-- ] 
[- a πἸκεμί ---------------------.-------------------- ] 
[2 = Ἰιοντονΐ ------------~------------------~---------------~ ] 
10 a[xé]ypayey [ -------------------------------------------- | 
al Wied br i eS ea al ee a | 
wt ᾿Αραφηνίωι εἰ -----~---------------------~+--~----------- ] 
[-ἰὸν ᾿Αραφηνη δ] ------------------------~--~----------- ] 
lc cig: ee ΕΞ ΕΞ αν ] 
15 κιαιί. .]π| ---------------------------.--------.-------------------- ] 

υαςαΐ 

lacuna 


Line 13: Possible restorations are, e.g., [ἐργαστήρ]ιον or [κηπε]ῖον. Line 15: [oé]xtat, for example, might be restored. 

The formula 4[7€]ypawey in line 10 indicates that this document must be a poletai record, either of mining leases 
or of sales of confiscated properties. Since the location of some, at least, of these properties may be the deme of Ara- 
phen, far away from the mining districts, it is likely that it is a record of sales of confiscated properties. The relatively 
large interline suggests that this document should be dated towards the end of the 4th century; cf. for instance, P38 
above. 
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POLETAI OR LEASE RECORD? CONFISCATED OR LEASED PROPERTIES 
(IN THORIKOS OR THORAI?) 


LA6 (Pl. 16). Fragment of micaceous Pentelic marble (I 6594), found on March 27, 1953, in the ancient road west of 
the west end of the Middle Stoa (H 12). It is broken all around and at the back. 
H. 0.047 m.; W. 0.044 m.; Th. 0.021 m.; L.H. 0.004 m.; non-stoichedon, with a vertical checker of 0.008 m. 


Unpublished. 


fin. saec. TV vel init. saec. 111 a. NON-ZTOIX. 


lacuna 


lacuna 

Line 3 ἐχο[μέν------Ἰῦ Line 4 καὶ ν[-- -- -- is possible. 

This could be either a lease record or a poletai document; there is no way of deciding which. Two properties seem to 
be involved: the location of each could be in Thorikos, in which case the document could be a record of mining leases. If, 
on the other hand, the location of these properties is the deme of ‘Thorai, this document is more likely to represent a 
record of sales or leases. 


POLETAI RECORD? CONFISCATED PROPERTIES? 


LA7 (Pl. 16). Fragment of Pentelic marble (I 4591), found on March 10, 1937, in a Byzantine context south of the 
Eleusinion (U 22). It is broken all around and at the back. 

H. 0.102 m.; W. 0.069 m.; Th. 0.034 m.; L.H. line 1, 0.006 m.; lines 2ff., 0.005—0.006 m.; stoichedon, with a hori- 
zontal checker of 0.011 m. and a vertical checker of 0.0115 m. There is an uninscribed vertical space of 0.013 m. above 
the first preserved line. 


Unpublished. 
fin. saec. TV vel init. saec. 111 α. LY TOIX. 
lacuna 
vacat 
eS ley --------------------------------------- } 
ee {Pol |S Ul aaa eS Sasa aoa πηπαπεδαπ ] 
pana | Opol eae eee ee ΕΣ ε οεεεε ξεϑε: 
[---------- |kA€ovs | -=----+-=-=-=+-=--=====-2ss--2---+--- ] 
5 [---- ὧι γείτω]ν ἡλίου -------------------------.----------- ] 
[poe es IX SSeS taser es ea πε πππὩν τὩπεν 
esas pe a Sears oe συν | 
lacuna 


Line 1: Possible restorations are, e.g., [aa]éy[pawev] or éy[yu(nrns)]. Line 2 ro[v]s or ro[t]s would be possible. Line 
5 [ἀνιόντος] or [δυομένου], e.g., might be suggested. 

The topographical reference in line 5 suggests that this is a poletai document or a lease record; there is no way of tell- 
ing which. If line 1 is actually the first line of text, one might restore here [az]éy[pawev] or, less likely, éy[yv]. These, of 
course, are by no means the only possibilities, but if [aaJéy[payev] is correct, this document will be a record of the sale 
of confiscated property or a mining lease. The slightly larger lettering of line 1 suggests that, in fact, it may be some sort 
of heading, but this does not, of course, eliminate the possibility of its being a poletai document: see, for instance, the 
heading of P2, p. 73 above, line 61, with the sub-heading [-- - -- - οἰἰκέαι ἃς οἱ δήμαρχοι ἀπέγραψαν]. 
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RECORD OF SALE OR LEASE OF LAND? 


1,48 (Pl. 16). Fragment of micaceous Pentelic marble (I 5453), found on May 18, 1938, in a context of the Middle 
Roman period, in the west passage of the Klepsydra on the north slope of the Akropolis (T 27). It is broken all around 
and at the back. The face is highly polished. 

H. 0.079 m.; W. 0.0085 m.; Th. 0.039 m.; L.H. 0.005-0.006 m.; non-stoichedon, with an interline in lines 1-6 of 
0.0104 m. and in lines 7-8 of 0.008 m. 


Unpublished. 
fin. saec. TV a. NON-ZTOIX. 
lacuna 
[-----~-~ élk γῆς [numeral --------------------------------- ] 
[-name --  Ῥα]μνο ὃ Ml [.------.ς.-------------- -----.-.------- ] 
[-name--Ophiaor ἐν το[ϊς -- -- -- παη6 ----~----------------------- ] 
[-name ------ ἐῖν τοῖς Αἰσχρίωνος ------------------------------ ] 
5 [--------- ] ἐκ γῆς ? Il? εἰ-------------------------------------- ] 
[-- ἐν τοῖς X]apuxA(e)i8[ovs --------~-~----------------------- ] 
[----- ἐκ γ]ῆς: Γ' ἀπὸ a[----------------~-~----------------- ] 
[3 ξξις ἘΚ] ὙΠ | [}ΈΡΘΞΕΙ Ξε Ξ nage oaeesS Seana eee ] 
lacuna 


Line 4 Αἰσχρ[ωνίδου] would also be possible. Two masons worked on this document, probably at two different 
times: the second was considerably less skilled (lines 6-7). 

The document resembles, in some respects, the 5th-century 76 I°, 418 (L2 above), a record of temene in Euboia that 
belonged to Athens and were leased out, but there is no precise parallel. In some respects, too, it resembles a pupillary 
apotimema (see, in particular, JG XII, suppl. 331 = Finley, no. 130); line 4 could thus be restored [ὅρος ἀποτιμήματος 
ἐὶν rots Αἰσχρίωνος]. In other respects, however, there is no resemblance in this document to a pupillary apotimema, so 
that its identification, even as a public document, must be left open. The highly polished face may be significant, since 
such treatment was not usually accorded either to poletai records or lease documents but rather to building records and 
similar documents. Its findspot suggests that it may derive from a document originally set up on the Akropolis. 


CONCORDANCES AND INDICES 


CONCORDANCES 


A. INSCRIPTIONES GRAECAE, EDITIO MINOR' 


IG 1: Agora XIX IG π: Agora XIX IG IP Agora XIX 
7 [ΑΙ 30 L3 1588 P38 
325-334 Pi 334 L7 1589 P40 
376 [2 1176 1.13 1590 [6 
841 [ΑΙ 1579 P2 1591 L6 
864 H72 1581 P42 1592 L14 
1582 P26 2495 110 
ΠΥ 1583 P14 2507 H2 
te 7 1584 P15 2581 a H68 
ve 1 ΑἹ 1585 P21 2581 b H69 
1586 P44 2671 H82 
oe τς 1587 P38 
421-430 Pi 


B. SUPPLEMENTUM EPIGRAPHICUM GRAECUM 


SEG X Agora XIX SEG XIV Agora XIX SEG XVIII Agora XIX 
26 L1 27 H29 13 L7 
304 L2 105 H47 
357 H3 106 H59 
359 H17 107 H60 ΩΝ 4 
360 H72 108 H61 ἃ ͵ 1144 
361 H5 109 H62 Pe ae 
364 H21 110 H65 
125 L16 
368 H25 
368 H27 1 Ps 
SEG XVI 133 P4 
368 H28 
τῇ af 122 P8 134 P55 
123 P9 135 P54 
371 H42 
124 Pil 
oe sai 125 P19 
374 H38 SEG XXI 
126 P19 
104 H45 
127 P32 τὸς ΤῚΣ 
SEG XII 128 P39 "ΜΝ ae 
64 H7 129 PAI 17 cae 
65 H43 146 Hi1 ro at 
100 P5 147 H19 a 
142 H48 148 H13 ee τ ᾿ 
144 H71 187 H1i8 oe apy 
567 P49 
SEG XIII SEG XVII 646 H64 
12-22 P1 13 H6 647 H12 
58 H53 650 H20 
59 H80 657 H98 


' Note that JG 112 1580 is not a poletai document even though so classified in the Corpus; cf. SEG XXI, 569. [MKL] 
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SEG 
658 
659 
660 


SEG 
145 
147 


XX] 


XXII 


XXIV 


XXV 


Agora XIX 


H114 
H96 
H95 
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SEG XXVII Agora XIX 


10 H115 

SEG XXVIII 
27 Η41 
119 P6 
120 P10 
121 P13 
122 P27 
123 P16 
129 P28 
130 P29 
131 P12 
132 P18 
133 P34 
134 P35 
136 P40 

SEG XXXII 

161 P2 


SEG XXXIII Agora XIX 


143 
167 
168 
169 
170 
171 


SEG 
124 
159 
160 
161 
162 
163 
164 


SEG 
124 


XXXIV 


XXXV 


L13 
L6 
L9 
L10 
111 
112 


114 
H100 
H89 
H99 
H88 
H81 
H76 


L6 


Hesperia 3, 1934 


C. HESPERIA AND SUPPLEMENTS 


Hesperia 8, 1939 


Agora XIX 
64 (56) ΗΘ 
65 (57) H116 
65 (58) H123 
Hesperia 4, 1935 
52 (14) ΗΙ6 


565-571 (41) P52 
Hesperia 5, 1936 


Agora XIX 
48 (14) H5 
50-51 (16) H42 
77-79 (24) H72 


Hesperia 10, 1941 


Agora XIX 
53 (15) H67 
53 (16) H86 
54 (17) H102 


41 


H5 


54-55 (18A)H84 
54-55 (18B)H78 


Hesperia 11, 1942 


390-393 (9) ΡΖ 
393-413 (10) P26 


Hesperia 6, 1937 
173 H14 
454-456 (5) L6 

Hesperia 7, 1938 

1-68 (1) L4a 
9-12 (2) L4b 


74 (3) H21 
93-94 (14) H87 
107-108 P52 


126-127 (26) P56 


79 (25) H69 
205 H25 
212-213 H34 

Hesperia 9, 1940 

53-54 (1) H40 

54 (2) H41 

55 (3) H39 

55-56 (4) H38 
266 H27 
267, 299 H30 


Hesperia 10, 1941 
14-27 (1) P5 


38 (3) H3 
38 (4) H10 
39 (5) H17 
39 (6) ΗΙ4 
40 (8) H33 
52 (14) Η77 


240 (44) H66 
240-242 (45) H70 
313 H116 


Hesperia 12, 1943 
28-33 (6) L2 
163-164 H116 
237-238 H34 


Hesperia 14, 1945 
85-86 (4) 11 


Hesperia 15, 1946 
175 (22) H15 
181-184 (31) P2 
185-187 (32) P17 
187-188 (33) PA8 
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Hesperia 16, 1947 Hesperia 21, 1952 Hesperia 30, 1961 
Agora XIX Agora XIX Agora XIX 
149 (38) P2 113 H13 264 (80) H20 
149-150 (39) P45 359 (6) H43 264 (81) H36 
150 (40) PA2 372 (18) H71 264 H38 
155-157 (51) P53 374 (25) H7 265 (82) H37 
Hesperia 17, 1948 a oa Hesperia 32, 1963 
35 (18) H9 Hesperia 22, 1953 12-13 (10) L13 
35-36 (19) H68 227-299 P1 30-31 (28) P49 
36 (20) H58 | 43 (51) H64 
37 ΟἹ) Η57 ΣΕ heat ae 43 (52) Η98 
| se {π ate 44 (53 Η114 
Hesperia 19, 1950 250 (48) H65 44 (54) H96 
206 (1) PS 259 (49) H59 
206-208 (2) P6 259 (50) H60 Hesperia 33, 1964 
208-209 (3) P7 259 (51) H61 226 (75) H95 
ae ee 20 (52) H62 Hesperia 35, 1966 
210-218 (5) P13 260 (53) H47 974 H19 
219-220 (6) P27 | ᾿ εἰ 
220-221 (7) P14 Hesperia 26, 1957 2716-277 H 
221-222 (8) P15 1-2 (St) P8 Hesperia 36, 1967 
222-223 (9) P16 2-9 (ὃ2) P9 72-84 (15) LA1 
223-224 (10) P21 9-10 (53) Pil 84-86 (16) Pi 
224 (11) P22 10-13 (S4) P19 98-99 (30) H2 
224-225 (12) P23 13-15 (55) P19 99 (31) H83 
226-236 (13) P20 a pe τῷ 99-100 (32) H82 
236-240 (14) P24 Ξ 
»40..244 oa P25 19-20 (S8) PA1 Hesperia 37, 1968 
244-254 (16) P26 90 (37) H19 oe H26 
254 (17) P31 91 (38) ΗΙ1 03 H25 
254-260 (18) P27 91 (39) Η13 = H27 
260-263 (19) P28 91-92 (40) H18 2 H28 
263-267 (20) P29 218 (72) H80 bee 1115 
267-269 (21) P30 233 (88) H53 ee sa 
269-270 (22) P12 : “θη θυ ΞΡ ΕΣ 
570 (23) P97 Hesperia 28, 1959 202 (34) H122 
239-247 L7 292-293 (35) H23 
270-272 (24) P19 | 93-294 (36) H24 
272-274 (25) P18 Hesperia 29, 1960 
274-275 (26) P33 1-2 (1) 1.13 Hesperia 38, 1969 
275 (27) P32 21 (27) 116 417 H1 
275-277 (28) P34 24-25 (32) P3 
277-278 (29) P35 25-28 (33) P4 cae ae 
278 (30) P36 28 (34) P55 “173 (23) 
279 (31) P37 28-29 (35) P54 Hesperia 41, 1972 
279-281 (32) P38 64 (112) Η44 274 (1) H76 
281-282 (33) P56 | 274-276 (2) H81 
282-283 (34) P40 ties a ae 276-279 (3) H89 
283-284 (35) P41 242-243 (38) P47 279 (4) H88 
284 (36) PA3 ae (89) Ρά8 279-28 (5) H99 
284-285 (37) P50 243-244 (40) P2 280 (6) H100 
285 (38) P44 ss (77) #45 280-281 (7) Hi115 
Hesperia 20, 1951 263 (78) H46 Hesperia 43, 1974 
53 H4 263-264 (79) H12 319-321 (2) Pi 
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Hesperia 47, 1978 Hesperia, Supplement IX 


Hesperia, Supplement IX 


Agora XIX Agora XIX Agora XIX 
94-95 H41 (1) H118 12-13 (23) H92 
| i (2) H73 13 (24) H91 
oe a se 2 (3) Η117 13 (25) H93 
2-3. (4) Η75 13-15 (26) H94 
Hesperia 52, 1983 3 (5) H74 15-16 (27) H97 
100-135 (1) 16 3.4 (6) Η79 16-22 (28) Hi124 
177-191 (2) 19 4.5 (9) Hi01 22 (29) H127 
191-199 (2) 110 4 (7) Η120 22-23 (30) H129 
200-203 (4) Lit 4 (8) H121 23 (31) H128 
203-206 (5) 1192 5 (10) H85 23-24 (32) ΗΙ25 
| 5-6 (11) H103 24 (33) H126 
aes os ΠῚ ; 6-7 (42) ΗΙ04 25 (Ila) H123 
7 (13) H105 25-26 (IIb) H116 
Hesperia 56, 1987 7 (14) Η113 28 (1) H116 
47-58 L8 7-8 (45) Hitt 28 (2) H123 
| 8 (16) Η110 28 (3) Η77 
oe ee 8-9 (12 H108 29-30 (7) Η78 
9-10 (48) Η107 31 (11) Η87 
Hesperia, Supplement IV 10 (19) H106 31 (12) H86 
107 H25 10-11 (20) H109 31-32 (43) H102 
107 H27 11 (21) Η131 32 (14) H84 
107 H28 11-12 (22) H90 
D. OTHER PUBLICATIONS 
Agora III Agora XIX CSCA 7, 1974 Agora XIX M. I. Finley, Land and Credit 
28 (37) HAs 290-298 (3) L13 Agora XIX 
29 39) 7 | | 186 (864) ΗΠ10 
4 Wil ae — ee Credit 187 (92A) #106 
65 (151) H5 134 (53) 1187 187 (101A) Hi01 
85 ΗΙ6 138 (71) 1134 187 (101B) H105 
124-125 H13 138 (72) 102 187 (101C) H131 
124 H19 159 (120) Η77 188 (114A) H124 
218 (5) 25 160-161 (148) Η82 ἌΝ... a 
218 (715), Η27 161 (5) ΗΠ16 ee ee 
28 (715), 28 161-162 (152) Η78 oe ee ae 
223 H30 165 (6 Η138 ἫΝ δ. 
224 (73) Η84 182 (18A) ΗΙ08 εὐ i ore 
on? ἐμ: ne de a 191 ae H118 
Agora XIV 183-184 (31A-B) H94 ὍΝ fee 
96 Η7 184 Oy) ant 1.2. (171C) Η127 
117 H25 a eee 192  (171D) H129 
B) H103 
117 H26 8: 0 192. (417|Ε) Η128 
117 H27 ee a a 192  (171F) #126 
117 H28 ae a. ὦ 192-193 (175A)  H120 
τὲ a 185-186 (82B) H93 We MiB) ἜΒΙΩΙ 
186 (85A)  H85 Sitz.Akad.Berlin, 1897 
AM 17, 1892 186 (85B) Hi107 665 (2) H82 
91 H2 186 (85C) Η109 


]. 5. Traill, 

Demos and Tnittys 
96-97 (2) H37 
98 (4) H40 
99 (6) H42 
99-100 (7) H41 
100 (8) H39 
101-102 (10) H38 
102 (11) H36 

Inv. No. Agora XIX 

I 236 P1 

I 238 H101 

I 273 H123 

I 293 H116 

I 298 H6 

I 370 H15 

I 513 H16 

I 626 PA8 

I 627 P2 

I 631 a+939 P29 

I 631 b P25 

I 631 ς P12 

I 631 d P13 

I 631 e P25 

I 631 f P13 

I 679 P13 

I 680 P37 

I 686 P29 

I 810 P13 

I 817 P26 

I 865 + 7359 P18 

I 870 P17 

I 933 P56 

I 1092 P2 

I 1095 + 2381 P25 

T 1117 H87 

I 1175 a, Ὁ LA1 

I 1191 H39 

I 1230 a, b, c, d LA1 

Ι 1243 LA1 

I 1261 P10 

I 1317 LA1 

I 1447 P45 

Ι 1454 H10 

I 1455 H86 

Ι 1533 P53 

I 1557 LA2 

I 1570 + 2738 P13 

I 1577 P25 


Agora XIX 


CONCORDANCES 


Ί 


J. Travlos, PDA Agora XIX 


H5 


E. AGORA INVENTORY NUMBERS 
Inv. No. 


μι eee μα cee ee ee ce ee ee Be ee oe ee cn ee ee ee ee ἡ ee ee ee ee ee | 


1664 
1681 
1691 
1723 
1749 
1750 
1777 
1778 
1782 
1803 
1807 + 1940 
1816 
1818 
1851 
1854 
1855 
1869 
1879 
1888 
1894 
1918 
1937 
1944 
1959 
1971 
1973 
1974 
1977 
1978 
1978 
1980 
2000 
2014 
2015 
2045 
2058 
2067 
2080 
2088 


Agora XIX 


P26 
P2 


μα μα A cee ce ce ee ee ee, BO ἡ ce ee ee ee ce ee ee ee ce ee oe een ce een en cen ee oe μα oe | 


2121 
2170 
2197 
2205 
2221 
2251 
2339 
2362 
2372 
2408 
2429 
2440 
2441 
2472 
2483 
2503 
2528 
2563 
2618 
2639 
2639 
2712 
2728 
2800 
2813 
2817 
2964 
2968 
3031 
3060 
3079 
3110 
3131 
3226 
3244 
3280 
3361 
3394 
3450 


Inv. No. 


a, b 


Agora XIX 


H57 
H68 
H38 
P28 
H21 
H104 
H127 
P3 
H67 
H72 
H48 
L13 
H129 
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3738 
3806 
3983 + 6030 
3990 
4068 
4090 a 
4090 b 
4133 
4134 
4143 
4231 
4245 
4309 
4349 
4350 
4449 
4468 
4478 
4569 
4572 
4580 + 6263 
4591 
4602 
4614 
4698 
4759 
4773 
4782 +7419 
4783 
4829 
4833 
4834 
4835 
4843 
4870 
4874 
4883 
4884 
4930 
4938 
4942 
4944 
4962 


CONCORDANCES 
Inv. No. Agora XIX 
I 4967 P34 
Ι 5053 H40 
I 5084 H53 
Ι 5357 H90 
I 5358 P27 
I 5376 H92 
I 5420 H52 
Ι 5453 LA8 
I 5476 H34 
Ι 5477 L7 
I 5478 H66 
Ι 5507 H91 
I 5509 P5 
I 5510 H25 
T 5511 P31 
I 5564 H41 
I 5569 Hi1 
I 5579 H79 
I 5588 L3 
I 5608 H45 
I 5629 H120 
I 5639 H124 
I 5675 H27 
I 5698 H121 
I 5748 H93 
I 5749 P16 
I 5770 H30 
5775 114 
Ι 5784 Η50 
Ι 5851 H125 
I 5873 H117 
I 5878 H75 
I 5881 H94 
I 5890 H20 
I 5910 H9 
I 5920 PA6 
I 5970 H97 
I 5971 H126 
I 5983 H19 
I 6007 L15 
I 6013 H95 
I 6016 P32 
I 6078 H36 
I 6079 H46 
I 6101 P47 
I 6104 P48 
I 6107 H74 
I 6149 P9 
I 6168 P19 
I 6225 P2 
I 6245 LA5 


Inv. No. 


»- ee μ᾿ μ᾿ μ᾿ »- ee Ne τ ee μα BN ee oe ee ee ee ee en ee ee ee en en en ce ee ee en ee ee ee ee Γκ 


6287 
6311 
6354 
6373 
6381 
6439 
6462 
6491 
6554 
6594 
6613 
6641 
6647 
6694 
6699 
6710 
6793 
6835 
6881 
6983 
6991 
7001 
7003 
7006 
7012 
7021 
7039 
7047 
7060 
7062 
7116 
711} 
7123 
7141 
7164 
7166 
7202 
7209 
7265 
7302 
7307 
7342 
7343 
7427 
7461 
7462 
7463 
7498 
7505 


Agora XIX 


P39 
H4 

P32 
H13 


EPIGRAPHICAL INDICES 


All inscriptions for which texts are given in this study are indexed herein. P1 = Attic Stelai is therefore not 
included, nor are lines 26-41 of L7. Since some restorations from previous editions have been suppressed, 
readers are advised to consult the indices of the editiones principes where available, in order to gain some 
idea of further possible occurrences of proper names and significant words. Convenient indices of the pre- 
viously published mining leases are given by M. Crosby in Hesperia 19, 1950, pp. 298-312 and 26, 1957, 
pp. 21-23. Inscriptions preserving only records of horoi, or of confiscated or leased properties, are for the 
most part published in Hesperia and are indexed in the respective volumes of that journal in which they 
appear. 


1. INDEX OF NAMES OF MEN AND WOMEN 


Broken names are listed only if they consist of more than the initial letter. For reasons of economy, the number of letter 
spaces available for restoration of broken names is not indicated, nor is the context in which a name occurs normally 
given, apart from the date. The body of material is small enough that these data may be quickly found by consulting the 
present texts or the indices of previous editions cited above. Alphabetization follows the normal practice of simple 
names first, followed by names with the qualification “father of”, then names with patronymics, and finally names with 


demotics in alphabetical order. 


A 


aoe |, fin. s. IV /init. s. ΠῚ a., L14 21 

᾿Αγαθάρχο[ς ᾿ΑλωπεΪκεύς or [ΘημαΪκεύς, (n.d.), H80 
3-4 

[’AyadoxAjs], archon a. 357/6 a., P18 84 

‘Ayvias "Οαϊθεν)], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 [38], 41 

᾿Αγνοδί[ημ---- --], post med. s. IV a., LA4 2 

᾿Αγνόθεος, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 4 

‘Ayvo6leos], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 62 

Ἅγνων Θρασίππου, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 41 

᾿Αδεί------Ἰ, a. 343/2 a., father of ᾿Απήμων (metic), L6 
133 

Ai{---], p. ante med. s. IV a., P87 

Ad---], fin. s. [V/init. ς. ΠῚ a., father of Καλλιάδης, 
L147 

Αἰσί------Ἰ, ca. a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 32 

Αἰσιμίδης Διοφάνους [Γαργήττιος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 279, 284 

Aiox[---], ca. a. 350/49 a., father of Xatpeas, P13 65 

[Αἰ]σχέας Ε[ὑ]σθ[ νους], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 251 


Αἰσχίνης Oopt(ktos), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 239-240 = 
A. [O.], a. 339/8(?) a., P28 17-18 

Αἰσχίνης Μελιτε(ύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 30 

Aicyivay[s........ Jvidov Tletpat(evs), ca. a. 338-326 
a., L9 79-80 

Aioxpaltos], ca. a. 250/49 a., P53 48 

Aioyx[pali[os] (ἐκ Kndav), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Προμηθίων, P26 531 

Αἰσχρίων), fin. s. TV a., LA8 4 

Αἰσχρων (Axapvevs?), ante med. s. IV a., 1,5 23 

[Aioxpw]vtdns? (Πειραιεύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
᾿Αισχίνηϊς], L9 79-80, comm. 

Αἰσχυλίδης A[---], p. post med. s. IV a., P21 14 

Αἰσχυλίδης Θο[ρ]ίκι[ος], ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P34 5 

[Αἰ]σχύλος (Θριάσιος), ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 14 

᾿Αλεξίας (ἐξ Ofi(ov)]), a. 343/2 a., father of [---]s, L6 
148 

᾿Αλεξίας “Ὑ[βάδης], ca. a. 330 a., L897 

᾿Αλεξίμαχος Πήληξ, a. 367/6 a., P5 78-79 

᾿Αλύπητος, a. 367/6 a., P5 48, 69 

Ap[-——-—], a. 350/49 a., P18 1 
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"Apetvias [Φιλίνο Σουνιεύς], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 
41-42 =? ᾿Αμεινίας Φιλίνο (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., 
L4a 73 

᾿Αμεινόνικος (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., father of Φιλό- 
vews, L4a 71 

᾿Αμειψίας Κυθήρ(ριος), p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 
26 =[’A.---]ovs Κι, P9 27-28 

Ἄμφι[-----Ἰ, fin. s. IV a., PAS 1 

Ἄμφικί------], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 35 

᾿Αμφικλῆς ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 498 

᾿Αμφικράτ[ης], ca. a. 320/19 a., father of [--~]xparns, 
P39 4 

*Av[--—], ca. a. 335/4 a., P32 9 

Αν!------], fin. ς. ΓΝ /init. s. TI a., 1.14 8 

᾿Αναξικρ[άτης], archon a. 307/6 a., P40 1 

"Av’[-—- ], inter a. 350/49-345 /4 a., P20 55 

[Av ]dptos, a. 350/49 a., P13 81 

Ἄνδριος ‘Adat(evs), p. ante med. s. 1V a., 

P9 30-31 = "A. ‘A., a. 350/49 a., P13 68 

᾿Ανδροκλ[ῆς], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 22-23 

᾿Ανδροκλῆ[ς], ca. a. 330/29 a., P36 3 

᾿Ανδροκλῆς ‘lepoxAe[-—— ], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 5 

᾿Ανδρο[μ]ένης (E[---]), 2. 343/2 a., father of Adrope- 
vns, L6 12 

᾿Ανδρομένης (Lovvrevs), father of Χαλκιδεύς, a. 363/2 
a.,L4a72 

᾿Αντιγένης (Axapvevs), a. 363/2 a., father of ᾽Αντι- 
σθένης, 1.4.4 73-74 

᾿Αντιγένης Κεφαλ]ἤῆ[θε]ν), a. 350/49 a., P18 8 -- Ἂ. 
Κεφ[αλῆθί(εν»)], a. 339/8(?) α., P28 27 

᾿Αντιγένης (Σημαχίδης), fin. 5. IV a., father of Ξενο- 
κλῆς, P42 3 

᾿Αντιγένης Σημαχίδης, a. 265/4 vel 251/0 a., L4 Ὁ 6-7 

᾿Αντίδοτος, s. ΙΝ a., P44 13 

᾿Αντίδοτίος], ca. a. 300/299 a., P51 4 

᾿Αντίδοτος (Κρωπίδης), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Εὐθυκράτης, P26 226-227; P27 65 

᾿Αντικλείδης (K[---]), a. 343/2 a., father of Aeovrevs, 
L6 16 

᾿Αντικρ[άτης], ca. a. 335/4 a., P32 14-15 

Ἄντιμί-----Ἰ, p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 8 

᾿Αντίμ[αΪχοίς], a. 343/2 α., L6 166 

["A]vripayos ᾿Αλωπε[κῆθεν), ca. a. 350/49 a., P15 8 

᾿Αντί[ξ]ενος Εὐω(νυμεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 247 

᾿Αντισθέ[νης], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 59 

"Avria[Oevns], ca. a. 340/39 a., P30 22 

᾿Αντισθένης ᾿Αντιγένους ᾿Αχαρνεῦς, a. 363/2 a., 1.4 ἃ 
73-74 

᾿Αντίφιλ[ος], a. 267/6 a., H117 4 

[᾿Α]ντιφῶν, ca. a. 335/4, P32 15 

Ἀντιχαί- --], a. 350/49 a., P18 4 

᾿Απημονίδης, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 502, 519 

᾿Απήμων ᾿Αδεί------], a. 343/2 a., metic living in Pei- 
raieus, L6 133 


Ἂπο----Ἰ, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 27 

᾿Απόληξι[ς Κ]ηφισοδό[του Αἰθαλίδης], p. ante med. s. 
IV a, P9 18, 21 ΞΞ [᾿ Απόληξις] K. A., inter a. 
345 /4-340/39 a., P25 23 

᾿Απολλόδωρος, ca. a. 350/49 a., P14 22 

᾿Απο[λλόϊ]δωρος, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 305 

᾿Απολλόδωρί[ος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 151 

᾿Αἰπ]ολλ[ό]δίωρος "] Kvda6[nvacevs], (n.d.), H128 1-3 

᾿Απολλόδωρος (Oivatos), a. 343/2 a., father of Θεόδο- 
ros, L6 106-107 

᾿Απολλωνι-----], p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
[---|pns, P7 11 

Ἂρ|------Ἰ, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 5 

᾽Αρί------Ἰ,͵ a. 343/2 a., father of ᾿Αριστίων, L6 107 

"Ape[——— ]A€uov Εὐωνυμεύς, a. 402/1 a., P2 g 10-11 

᾿Αρεθούσιος ᾿Αριστόλεω Πήληξ, a. 324,3 a., L13 
30 = L13 40 

"Apectas, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 32 

᾿Αρισί---- --Ί],) ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 36 

"Aptor(——- |, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 431 

᾿Αρισταγό[ρας], ca. a. 250/49 a., P53 18-19 

[᾿Α]Ἱρισταγόρας ᾿Αριστοδήμ[ου], a. 343/2 a., metic 
living in Kydathenaion, L6 6 

᾿Αρίσταρχος Δημοκλέους ᾿Αχαρ(νεύς), a. 363/2 a., 
L4a77 =? ᾿Αρίσταρχος, L4 a 82 

Ἂριστι------], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 17 

"Apltorimmos?] ᾿Ηγησίππου ἐκ Κερ(αμέων), ca. a. 
338-326 a., LO 82-83 

᾿Αριστίων ᾿᾽Αρ[----- [-----Ἰ, a. 343/2 a., L6 107-108 

᾿Αριστογείτων Μυρρινόσιος, a. 363/2 a., L4a7 

᾿Αριστογένης ᾿᾿φιστιάδης, a. 367/6 a., P53 

᾿Αριστοδάμας (Μυρρινούσιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., fath- 
er of Μνησιδάμας, P26 356-357, [363] 

᾿Αριστόδ[ημος), archon a. 352/1 a., P20 129-130 

᾿Αριστόδημος], a. 343/2 a., father of [᾿Α]ρισταγόρας 
(metic), L6 6 

᾿Αριστό[ἰδημος ᾿Αριστοκλέ]ους Oivat(os), a. 343/2 a., 
16 120=? [᾿Αρι]στόδημος ᾿Αριστ[οκλέους Oi- 
ν]αῖ(ος)}, ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 40 = ᾿Αριστόδημος 
᾿Αριστοκλέους Οἰ[ν]αἴ(ος), L9 45, 

᾿Αριστοκλ[ειδης] Λυσανίου Προβαλίζ(σιος), ca. a. 338- 
326 a., L9 52 

᾿Αριστοκλῆς (Αμαξαντιεύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
[Αριστοκλῆς 3], L9 26 

[᾿Αριστοκλῆς] ᾿Αριστοκλέους ᾿Αμα(ξαντιεύς), ca. a. 
338-326 a., LO 26 

[᾿Αριστοκλ]ῆς (Oivatos), a. 343/2 a., father of 
"Aptoro[dnyos], L6 120-121 =? ᾿Αριστ[οκλῆς Ot- 
vjat(os), ca. a. 338-326 a. 1.9 40 = ᾿Αριστοκλῆς 
Oijv]at(os), L9 46 

᾿Αριστοκράτης (Aapuarpevs), a. 324/3 a., father of 
Μελησίας, L13 29 

[᾿Αρι]στοκ[ρά]της (Τειθράσιος), ca. a. 320/19 a., P39 
5,8 
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᾿Αριστόλεως Πήληξ, father of ᾿Αρεθούσιος, a. 324/3 a., 
L13 30 

᾿Αριστομένης Edao[Atdos?], ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 81 

᾿Αριστομένης (Oivatos), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Νικόδημος, P26 499, 516-517 

᾿Αριστόνικος ᾿Αρι[στοτέλους Μαραθώνιος], p. post a. 
338/7 a., L7 3-4 

᾿Αριστόνο[μος], a. 402/1 a., father of [Σ]ωσίνομος, P2 
d 13 

[’Aptlorovovs?, ca. a. 338-326 a., father of [---], L10 
30, comm. 

᾿Αριστοτέλης ᾿Οψιάδο[υ], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
[252], 259 

᾿Αριτοτέλης] (Μαραθώνιος), p. post a. 338/7 a., 
father of ᾿Αριστόνικος, L7 3-4 

᾿Αριστοφάνης Σμικύθο, a. 324/3 a., L13 28-29 = Apr- 
στοφάνης Πειραεύς, L13 38 

᾿Αρίστω[ν] Γαργηϊττιος], (n.d.), H109 B 1-3 

᾿Αρκεσίλας (Μελιτεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
᾽Ονήτωρ, P26 230, 236 

᾿Αρκεφῶν, s. IV a., father of [A]wpoGeos, P48 6 

᾿Αρκέων Εὐμηλίδου ᾿Αχαρ(νεύς), a. 363/2 a., 1.4 ἃ 78 

[Ἁρμό]διος ᾿Α[φι]δναῖος, (n.d.), H95 5-6 

᾿Αρρε[νείδης] Χαρικλέους Παιανι(εύς), ca. a. 338-326 
a., L10 42-43 

"Apx[--—], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 562 

᾿Αρχέδημοϊς], a. 402/1 a., P2 g 13 

᾿Αρχέδημοϊς] (Αὐριάδης), a. 343/2 a., father of ᾿Αρ[χέ- 
dn]|.os, L6 11 

᾿Αρ[χέδηϊμος ᾿Αρχεδήμο[υ] Adpe(adns), a. 343/2 a., L6 
10-11 

᾿Αρχέλεως, a. 363/2 a., L4 a 80 

"Apxeve os) Παιανιεύς], a. 350/49 a., P18 72 

᾿Αρχέστρατος, a. 350/49 a., P18 77 

"Apxeot[paros], ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 15 

[᾿Α]ρχέστρατος Ξανθιππί[δου], fin. s. IV a., P42 8 

"Apxias, archon a. 346/5 a., P19 1; P26 511; P27 [20] 

"Apxtas Kompet(os), ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 40 

"ApXiAA[y], (n.d.), H120 4 

Ἄσπετος Κυ[θήρριος], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 
21 =? Ἄ., Ρ9 6 =? Ἄσπετος, P26 222 

"A(o][@aA[ns]], (n.d.), H108 3-4 

Avr[---], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 53 

[ΑἸὐτόλυκος (II[---]), a. 343,2 a, 
[--- ]tro[s], L6 83 

Αὐτομένης ᾿Ανδρο[μ]ένους E[---], a. 343/2 a., L6 12 

Abrogavros Κυθήϊρριος], ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 6; Αὐτό- 
(a)vros, P24 4 

Αὐτοφῶν, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 86 


B 


Βλεπαῖοίς], (n.d.), H94 Hand II 6 
BAv|--—], a. 339/8(?) a., P28 20 


father of 


[Βοη]θός, a. 402/1 a., ῬΩ α, b,c 9 
Βουτα[-----], ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 49 


r 


Γλαυί------], 5. 1V a., PAS 3 

Γλαυκί------], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 6 

Γλαυκίας ΞΙ------Ἰ, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 426 

[Γλ]αύκιππος Ov[palira[deds], ca. a. 350/49 a., P17 12 

Γλαύκιππος (Κολλυτεύς), p. post med. s. IV a., father of 
“Ὑπερείδης, P21 [13]; Γ. K., a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
459 

Γλαύκωϊν. ..], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of Σωσίδημος, 
L9 72 

Γλαύκων Λακιάδης, a. 367/6 a., P54 

[Γν]άθων (Aaxiadns), a. 343/2 a., father of Xa[---], 
L6 93 

Γνίφωϊν (or vidns?)], fin. s. ΓΝ /tnit. s. II a., 1.14 4 

Γνίφων Προκλέο[υς], ca. a. 338-326 a., L10 44 

Γνιφωνίδης (Μαραθώνιος), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
Ξενοκράτης, L9 48 


A 


A[---Mel]aAtrevs, (n.d.), H104 5, comm. 

Δεινίας (’ Epxtevs), father of Δείνων, P43 21-22 = A. 
Ἔ., a. 367/6.a., P52 

Δείνων Aci[viov ᾿Ερχιεύς], s. IV a., P43 21-22 

Δεισίθεος (᾿Ἰωνίδης), a. 367/6 a., father of Θεόμνη- 
στος, P59, 27-28 

Anpl---], p. post med. s. IV a., father of [--~]ns, 
P22 3 

Anpaperos (᾿Αγρυλῆθεν), a. 363/2 a., father of Δή- 
pov, L4a79 

Anpeas (Xodapyets), a. 343/2 a., father of [---]aros, 
L6 77 

[An]unrptos, archon a. 309/8 a., H84 1 

Anpo[---], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 64 

Δημοκλῆς ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 512 

Δημοκλῆς (Axapvevs), a. 363/2 a:, father of ᾿Αρίσταρ- 
xos, L4a77 

Δημόστρατος ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
501-502, 518 

Δημόστρατος KvOnp(ptos), a 367/6 a., P5 54 

Anpodg[---], a. 350/49 a., P18 12 

Δημόφιλος, a. 367/6 a., P5 66-67 

Δημόφιλ[ος], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 43 

Δημόφιλος, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 28 

An[pw?], (n.d.), H124 7-8 

Δήμων ᾿Αγρυ(λῆθεν), a. 367/6 a., P5 58 =? Δήμων 
Δημαρέτο ᾿Αγρυλῆ(θεν), a. 363/2 a., LA a 79 =? 
Δήμων ᾿Αγ[ρυλῆθεν], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 10 

Ai---], a. 339/8(?) a., P28 26 
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Δικαιοκράϊτης], p. post med. s. IV a., father of [--- ]ns, 
P21 15 

Διογείτων ᾿Αλωπεκῆθεν, a. 367/6 a., P5 15-16 

Διογείτων (Ayapvevs?), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
᾿ΟλυμπιόΪδωρος 3], LY 85 

Διογείτων (Γαργήττιος), a. 367/6 a., father of Κιχωνί- 
δης, ΡΒ 17 

Διόδωρος Φερεκλέους Θημακί(εύς), a. 339/8(?) a., P28 
13-14, 18 

Διόδωρ[ος] (Παιανιεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Σῖμος, P26 164-165 

[Διόδ]ωρος [᾿Ισιγένους “Papvovor(os)?], ca. a. 338- 
326 a., L10 6-7, comm. 

Διοκλεί------Ἴ, a. 341/0(?) a., P37 12 

Διοκλείδ[ης], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 171-172 

Διοκλείδης (Φρεάρριος), inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., 
father of [Διο]πείθ[ης], P20 21-22 

Διοκλήϊς], a. 281/0 a., P52 8 

Διοκλῆς ἐκ Κη(δῶν), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 2 

Διοκλῆς Πιθεύς, a. 367/6 a., P5 48-49, 58 

Διοκλῆς Σουνι(εύς), a. 350/49 a., P13 8-9, 17, 30; A. 
ΙΣ.], P18 62 

[Δι]οκλῆς (Φλυεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of Πολέ[μων), 
L6 9-10 

Δίιο]μέδων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 163 

Διομέδων Διομνήστου *Ayalpvevs], ca. a. 345/4 a., 
P24 42 

Διόμνηστος (Axapveds), ca. a. 345,4 a., father of Διο- 
μέδων, P24 42 

Διονυί------Ἰ], p. ante med. 5. IV a., P10 6 

Διονύσιος ’Axap[vevs], a. 350/49 a., P18 68 

Διονυσόδωρος, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 36 

Avovveddwp{os], fin. s. IV /init. s. Il a., father of [---], 
L145 

Διονυσόδωρϊ[ος], a. 343/2 α., 1.6 41-42 =? [Διο]νυσό- 
dw| pos], L6 47-48 

Διοπεί[θης], s. IV a., P43 10 

Διοπείθης Εὐωνυ(μεύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 53-54, 55, 78 

Διοπείθης (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., father of Δίφιλος, 
L4 a 69 =? Διοπείθης Φασυρκίδο (Σουνιεύς), L4 a 
70-71 

[Aco]zret6[ns] Διοκλείδο [Ppeappuos], ca. a. 350/49- 
345 /4 a., P20 21-22 =? A. @ple]é(ppros), P9 38 

Διότίιμος], p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 12 

Διότιμος, archon a. 354/3 a., P26 418 

Διότι[μος], ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P33 1; Δἰιό]τιμοίς], P33 
5; Δίιό]τ[ιμος], P33 6 

Διότιμος Μνησιστράτο ᾿Αχαρίνεύς], ca. a. 350/49 a., 
P13 69 

Διότιμος Εὐων(υμεύς), P9 24; Δι[ότ]ι([μ]ος E., P9 15; 
[A. E.], P9 16 =A. E., a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 232 

Διότιμος Op[tactevs], ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P34 9 

ΔΙ[ιότιϑ]μος, s. IV/III a., H67 2-3 


Δι[οτίμϑ]ος Μελιτεύς, (n.d.), H124 2-3 

Διοφί-- -Ἰ,}. post med. s. TV a., P23 11 

Avogav[—--], p. post med. s. TV a., P22 4 

Διοφάνης, p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 27 

Διοφάνης Γαϊ[ργήττιος], a. 345/4 a., P247 = A. Talp- 
γήττιος], P26 175-176; father of Αἰσιμίδης, P26 
[279], 284 

Διοφάνης Lovvi(evs), a. 367/6 a. P5 59-60= 
[Δι]οφάνης &., inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 67 

[Διόφ]αντος Θρασυμήδους Σφήττι(ος), p. ante med. s. 
IV a., P9 [10], 13 

Avoyapn{s], ca. a. 338-326 a., L10 41 

Διοχάρης Πιθε(ύς), P25 25=A. [Π.], a. 341/0(?) a., 
P27 91 = Διοχ[άρης], P24 18 

[Δίφιλος Γαρ[γ]ήττι(ος), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 18 

Δίφιλος Πιθ(εὺς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 292, 293 

Δίφιλος Διοπείθους Lovvtevs, a. 363/2 a., L4a 69 

Δίων Νουμηνίου Padn(pevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
513-514 

Apaxovrildns], a. 402/1 a., P2 ¢ 14-15 

Δρομοκί[λε]ίδης, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 37 

Δρωπίδης E[---]Jov ᾿Α[φ]ιδν(αῖος), a. 339/8(?) a., 
P28 22 

[Δυ]νν[ἰκ]ητος [Φ]λ[υ]εύς, archon a. 370/69 a., P4 1, 
2-3 

[A]wpobeos ᾿Αρκεφῶντος A[---], 5. IV a., P48 6 

Aw|---], fin. ς. 1V/init. s. ΠΠ a., L14 11 

[A]wpo[.... Ἰων, (n.d.), probably the father of Φιλοκλῆς 
and Φιλοῦργος, H73 4-5 


Ε 


E[---]os (A@tdvaios), a. 339/8(?) a., father of Δρωπί- 
dns, P28 22 

᾿Εκφαν[τί]δης Θεο[δώρ]ου Δεκελε(εύς), ca. a. 340/39 
a., P30 11-12, 17 

Ἔλ!Ι-----Ἰ, a. 341/0(?) a., father of “Ἱκέτης, P27 95 

heAikn, ca. a. 400 a., H72 2 

᾿Ελπίας ᾿Αναφλυϊστιος], ca. a. 320/19 a., P39 11 

᾿Ελπίνικος (Ποτάμιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
[X]aptas, P26 496 

Ep[--—], ca. a. 320/19 a., P37 10 

᾿Εξηκεστίδης (Bovradns), a. 363/2 a., father of Μελίτ- 
twos, L4a 77 

᾿Ἑξήκεστος, a. 402/1 a., P2 d 18 

᾿Ἑξήκεστος Κοθωκίδης, a. 367/6 a., P55 

᾿Εξώπιος, a. 367/6 a., P5 43-44, 62 

Ἔπ|----Ἰ, ca. a. 340/39 a., P30 14 

᾿Επαμείνων Oloptxtos], ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 18= 
[᾿Επ]αμείνων O., P34 1, 6-7 

Ἔπι-----Ἰ, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 5 

᾽Επίγονος, ante med. s. IV a., H65 3 

᾽᾿Επίῶλος Ppeappr(os), ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 72, 76 
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᾿Επιθέϊτης], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 90 

᾿Επικλέης Σφήττί(ιος), a. 367/6 a., ΡΆ 71 ΞΞ Ἔ. Σ,, 
P13 34 

[᾿Ε]πικράτης, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 310-311 

᾿Επικράτης, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 11 

᾿Επικράτης A[---], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 325 

[᾿Επ]ικράτης Φιλοκράτους ᾿Ελευσί(νιος), p. ante med. 
s. IV a., P9 [35], 36-37 

᾿Επικράτης ᾿Ισοκράτους Εὐω(νυμεῦς), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 290, 295--296 

᾿Επικράτης [laAAn(vevs), a. 367/6 a., P5 70-71 

᾿Επικύδης Φιλοκύδους ᾿Αχαρνε(ύς), ca. a. 320/19 a., 
P38 25, 26, 30 

᾿Επιτέλης ἐκ Κερα(μέων), a. 367/6 a., P5 44 

᾿᾽Επιχάρης, p. post med. s. IV a., P21 10 

Ep[---], a. 281/0 a., father of [Xa]ipovridns, P52 10 

᾿Εργόφιλος Pidrw[vos], a. 343/2 a., metic living in 
Agryle or Ankyle, L6 75-76 

“Eppodoyos, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Τηλέμαχος, 
P26 478 

᾿Ερσικλῆς ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 498 

“Ἑστιαῖος Av[--—], fin. 5. 1V/init. s. HI α., 1.14 3 

Er[---], father of [--- revs, fin. s. IV/init. s. III a., 
1122 

᾿Ἔτεαί[-----Ἴ, father of [-- -- --Ἶἶτος, ca. a. 338-326 α., L113 

Εὐ------Ἰ, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 22 

Εὐϊ------Ἰ, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 57 

E3[---],s. IV a., PA12 

Eva[---], ca. a. 450-444 a., L1 2 

Edayye[Aos], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 66 

Evayyedos Lo[vvrevs], a. 350/49 a., P18 7-8 

Εὐαγίδη[ς] (Φιλαίδης), a. 346/5 a., father of Κτησίας, 
P19 25 

Evatveros (᾿ Ἐρχιεύς), p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
Ev[a]vdpos, P9 32, [33] 

[E]batwy Κηφισοδώρο ®[---], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 
[16], 18 

Εὐ[α]νδρος Evawero ᾿Ἐρχ[ιεύς], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 
32, [33] 

Εὔβιος Edn[-—-], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 296 

Εὔβουλο!ϊς], a. 346/5 a., P19 24 

Εὔβουλος], a. 343/2 a., L6 146-147 

Εὔβουλος Προβαλίίσιος], a. 370/69 a., P4 4 

[ΕἸύὔδιος Μελιτ(εύς), ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 40 

Εὐδράων [Evdpaovos Θορίκιος], ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 
17 = [εὐδ]ρ[ά]ων E. O., ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 50-51 = 

[E.] E. ©., a. 341/0(?) a., P27 100 = Evdpaolvos], ca. a. 
340/39 a., P29 19 

Εὐδράων (Θορίκιος), ca. a. 350/49-340/39 a., father of 
Εὐδράων, P13 50-51; P27 100; P29 [17] 

Εὐ[ετίω]ν Αὐτοκλείδου Σφήτί(τιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 217-218 

Εὐη[-----Ἰ, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Εὔβιος, P26 296 


Εὐθί[ας 9], father of [--- ]uayos, fin. s. ΓΝ /init. s. ΠῚ a., 
L14 17 

Εὐθίας Φαι[---- |--- ἰο(εύς 9), ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 24 

Εὐθυ------Ἰ, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 12 

Εὐθύδικος Μνησιθ[έου Σφήττιος], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 
20-21 = [E. Μ]νησιθέου Σ., P21 5-6 

Εὐθυκλ[ῆς] Εὐκλέους ἐκ K(nd@v), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 462-463 

Εὐθυκλῆς Εὐθυμενίδου Μυρρ(ινούσιος), a. 342/1- 
339/8 a., P26 463: Ε. Μυρ(ρινούσιος), P26 465 

Εὐθυκράτης ᾿Αμφι(τροπῆθεν), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
240 

Εὐθυκράτης ᾿Αντιδότου Κρωπίίδης), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 226-227 =E. ᾿Αντιδίότου K.], a. 341/0(?) a., 
P27 65 

Εὐθυκράτης Φυλάσίιος], a. 370/69 a., P45 

Εὐθύκριτος Λαμπτρεῦς, a. 363/2 α., 1.4 ἃ 7-8 

Εὐ[θ]ύμαχος, a. 402,1 a.,P2d 5, 6 

Εὐθύμαχος ΑΛΚ, a. 402/1 α., ΡΩ a, b,c 1 

Εὐθύμαχος Mup(puvoveros), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
467 

Εὐθυμένης Εὐω(νυμεὺύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 501, 
503-504, 517, 520 

Εὐθυμενίδης (Μυρρινούσιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father 
of Εὐθυκλῆς, P26 463 

Εὐθύφρων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of [--- ]owv, P26 
427 

Edkder[-—— ], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 434 

Εὐκλῆς (ἐκ Κηδῶν), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
Εὐθυκλῆς, P26 463 

Εὐκράτης Ma[---], s. IV a., PA1 3 

Εὐκτήμων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 428 

Εὐμάθης Φαληρεύς, a. 402/1 a., P2 a, b,c 7 

[ΕἸὐμζέγ)νης Tn[---] (Δεκελεύς), (n.d.), H116 2-4 

Evpn[--- |---o]v Εὐω(νυμεύς), a 343/2 α., L6 88-89 

Εὐμηλίδης Av[---], ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 35, 39 

Εὐμηλίδης (’Axapvevs), a. 363/2 a., father of ᾿Αρκέων, 
L4a/78 

Evvop[---], 5. ΓΝ a., PA2 2 

Εὐξίθε[ος] (ἐκ KoAwvod), p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
Knpux(td|ns, P9 43 

Εὐπόλεμος [--— ]vs Lovve(evs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
301-302; E., P26 299 

Εὔπολις Ed[---], 5. IV a., PA1 2 

Ebao[Aus?], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of ᾿Αριστομένης, 
L9 81 

Εὐρυ!------Ἰ, ca. a. 330 a., L8 94 

Ε[ὑ]σθ[ἐνης], a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of [Αἰ]σχέας, 
P26 251 

Εὐφαμίδ[ης (or os?)], a. 343/2 a., father of [Μο]σχίων, 
L6 36-37 

Εὐφημίδης Κηφισοδώρου ᾿Αθμο(ψεύς), ca. a. 320/19 a., 
P38 17, [19] 


father of 
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Εὐφίλητος (Πειραιεύς), a. 324/3 a., father of Οἰνόφων, 
L13 30-31 
Εὐφράνωρ Φιλ!------], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 19 


Z 


Znrapxos (Συπαλήττιος), a. 341/0(?) a., father of 
[Λ]υσικλῆς, P27 37-38 

Ζωφάνης (Lovyrevs), a. 363/2 a., father of Θεζο υγφά- 
vns, L4a 73 


H 


‘Hynoias, archon a. 324/3 a., L13 9 

“Ἡγησίας (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., father of “Hytas, 
L4a 73 

“Hytas “Hynoio (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 α., 1.4 ἃ 73 

“Hynoinmos (ἐκ Κεραμέων), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
᾿Αρ[ἰστιππος Ὁ], L9 83 

“Ηρακλείδηϊς], fin. s. [V/init. s. 1Π| a., L14 6 

[᾿ Η]ρα[κ]λείδ[η]ς Σωσ ισ]τρατί[δο]υ “Ay[. ]p[---], 5. 
IV a., P44 15 


© 


Θαλινοί------], name of a person or location of a mine, ca. 
a. 340/39 a., P29 6 

Oleayyedos] (Axapvevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Τηλέμαχος, P26 496 

Θεαῖος Παιανιεύς, a. 367/6 a., P5 2-3 

Θεαῖος (Παλληνεύς), a. 341/0(?) a., father of Θέωρος, 
P27 104 

Θεαῖος (Metpatevs?), a. 324/3 a., L13 32 

Θεμίστιος, p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 44; P10 10 

Θεόδημος Πρί------Ἰ], a. 350/49 a., P18 15-16 

Θεόδοτος, archon a. 387/6 a., L3 1: Θεό[δοτον], L3 32 

[Θ]εόδοτος Me[Atrevs], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 110 

Θεόδοτος ᾿Απολλοδώρου [Olivat(os), a. 343/2 a., 1.6 
106-107 

Θεόδωρος A[-—-], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 318 

Θεόδωρ]ος (Δεκελεεύς), a. 340/39 a., father of 
᾿Εκφαυ[τί]δης, P30 12, 17 

Θεόδωρος Λυσανίου Λουσι[εύς], fin. s. IV a., P42 6 

Θεόδωρος ᾿Ολυμπίχου Μελι(τεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 (266]-267, 273T 

Θεόδωρος Kipwrlos Πρ]ασι(εὺς), a. 343/2 α., L6 13-14 

Θεοκ[λῆ]ς (Σουνιεύς), a. 340/39 a., father of [Λεύκ]ιος, 
P29 6 

Ocopevns Ξυπε[ταιών], a. 402/1 a., P2d 9, 16 

ΘΙε]όμν[ηστος], ca. a. 350/49 a., father of Πολύμνη- 
στος, P13 44-45 

Θεόμνηστος Δεισιθέο ᾿Ιωνίδης, a. 367/6 a., P5 8-9, 20, 
2/-28, 32 


Θεόπομπος (A[---]), father of [----- γείτων, fin. s. 
IV/init. s. Ula. L149 

Θεόπομπος (Κολωνῆθεν), p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
[---]azropidns, P9 30 

Θεοσέβης Θεοφίλο Ξυπεταιών, a. 367/6 a., P5 9, 13, 
20, 24-25 

Θεότιμος (ἐξ Οἴου), ca. a. 350/49 a., father of [---- -- Ἰδης, 
P13 45-46 

Θεότιμος Φρεάρριος, a. 367/6 a., P53 

Oc(o/v)pavns Zwhavovs (Lovmievs), a. 363/2a., 1.4 ἃ 
72--73 

[Θ]εόφαντος ᾿Ἐλευ[σίνιος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
511-512 

Θεόφιλος, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 31, 34 

Ocdg[t]Aos ‘AAatevs, a. 370/69 a., P4 8 

Θεόφιλος (Ξυπεταιὼν), a. 367/6 a., father of Θεοσέβης, 
P5 9-10, 24, 28, 29, 34 

Θέωρος Oeato Παλληϊνεύς], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 104 

Oovdnyos, archon a. 353/2 a., P18 17; Θο[ὐ]δ[ημος], 
P20 6-7 

[Θ]ουκλῆς, inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 135 

Θουτιμιδί-- ---- ], 5. ΓΝ a., P43 5 

Θουτιμ[ίδης Paviov] Σουνι(εύς), ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 
12-13 

Θράσιππος, ca. a. 340/39 a., father of Ἅγνων, P29 41 

Θρα[σ]υ(------ ], ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P33 4 

Opacvepy[—--— |, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 404 

Θρασυκλῆς, a. 363/2 a., 1.4 a 64 =? Θρασυκλῆς Opa- 
σωνος Bovra(éns), L4 a 75 

Θρασύλοχος, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 393-394 

[Θρασ]ύλοχος, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 407 

Θρασύλοχος Ανί------], p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 12 

Θρασύλοχος ᾿Αναγυρά(σιος), a. 367/6 a., P5 49, 51-52 

[Θρα]συμήδης Λ[υ]σιμάχου, a. 346/5 a., P19 3 

Θρασυμήδης (Lpyrrios), p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
[Διόφ]αντος, PY 13 

Θράσων (Bovradns), a. 363/2 a., father of Θρασυκλῆς, 
L4a 75-76 

Θυί-----], p. ante med. s. IV a., P11 2 


Ow|--- |, p. post a. 367/6a., P6 21 
I 
I[--- |---]wvos Muppi[vo(voros)], ca. a. 338-326 a., 
L11 5-6 


“TepoxAe[—--], a. 341/0(?) a., father of ᾿Ανδροκλῆς, 
P27 5-6 

“Ἱεροκλείδης “Ἕρμ(ειός), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 452 

“Ἱεροκλῆς Pnyat(evs), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 96 

“Ἱερωνί----], a. 350/49 a., father of Xapias, P18 16 

“Ἱκέτης > EA[--—], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 95 

“Ἱμεραῖος Σκα[μβωνίδης], init. s. 1V a., P38 

[he]ararevs, father of [--—], ca. a. 430-410 a., L2 4 
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“Ἱππεὺς Κηφισοδ[ίότου (or wpov) Kvdadnva(tevs)?], a. 
343/2 a., L6 144-145 

“ππι[------Ἰ, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 44 

Ἵππισκος, a. 350/49 a., P18 34; a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
241-242 

Ἵπποκιί------Ἰ ({’Elpxelevs?]), father of [---]axparns, 
ca. a. 330 a., L8 11 

“Ἱππόνικος Καλλίου ᾿Αλωπεκ(ῆθεν), a. 342/1-339/8 
α., P26 455 

[Ἴσαν]δρος Στρατοκλέους Συπαλήττιος, a. 342/1- 
339/8 a., P26 259-260, 265--266; father of Στρατο- 
κλῆς, P27 17 

Ἴσαρχος Φίλωνος Ξυπε(ταιών), a. 367/6 a., P5 25-26 

[᾿Ισιγένης (“Papvovoros)?], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
[Avod]wpos?, 1.10 6-7, comm. =? [᾿Ἰσι]γ[έϊνης ‘P., 
L108 

᾿Ισοκράτης (Evwvupevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
᾿Επικράτης, P26 290, 296 


K 


[Καί]ριμος, archon a. 308/7 a., H78 1 

KaA[---], p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 25 

Καλί------], 5. IV a., P43 19 

K[aA ]A[---— ], a. 350/49 a., P18 10 

Κ[α]λλ!------], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 16 

KaAA[---], fin. s. IV a., P41 2 

Καλί---- --Ἰτης, (n.d.), H83 4-5 

Κάλλαισχρος Σίφνι(ος), PY 8; a. 350/49 a., P18 63; a. 
340/39 a., P29 3 

Καλλιί------], a. 370/69 a., P4 14 

Καλλι[-----], ca. a. 345,44 a., P24 46 

Καλλιάδης Ad--—], fin. 5. 1V/init. 5. ΠΙ a., L147 

Καλλιάδης (Πειραιεύς), a. 324/3 a., L13 32 

Καλλίας, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 67 

Καλλίας, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 219-220 

Καλλίας, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of [--- ]dpos, P26 
347 

Καλλίας, a. 402/1 a., father of Νουμήνιος, P2 a, b,c 10 

Καλλίας (᾿Αλωπεκῆθεν), a. 367/6 a., P5 64; father of 
“Ἱππόνικος, P26 455 

Καλλίας (᾿Αραφήνιος), ca. a. 320/19 a., father of 
Τελεσικλῆς, P38 8 

Καλλίας Εὐωνυμεύς, (n.d.), H114 B 4-5; Καλλίας] 
Εὐωνυ(μεύς), (n.d.), H114 A 4-5 

Καλλίας Θορί[κιος], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 82 

Καλλίας Λαμπτρ(εύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 62, 73, 74 

Καλλίας Σφηήττιί(ος), a. 367/6 a., P5 42, 48, 65 

Καλλικί------], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 88 

Καλλικράτης, a. 343/2 a., L6 137 

[Κ]αλλικράτης, ca. a. 330 a., L8 16 

Καἰ[λλικράτης], a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Καλλι- 
Kparns, a metic living in Besa, P26 486-487 


Καλλικράτης Καἰ[λλικράτο]ς, a. 342/1-339/8 a., metic 
living in Besa, P26 486-487, [492] 

Καλλικράτης (KoAAvrevs), ca. a. 320/19 a., father of 
Καλλιμέδων, P38 12 

Καλλικρατίδ[ης], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 32-33 

Καλλικρατίδης Στειριεύς, (n.d.), H98 3-4 

Καλλίμαχος], a. 350/49 a., P18 83 

Καλλίμαχος, archon a. 349/8 a., P26 229, 239 

Καλλιμέδων Καλλικράτου KoAd(vtevs), ca. a. 320/19 
a., P38 12 

[ΚἸάλλιππ[ος ΠαἸλληνε[ὑς], (n.d.), H100 3-5 

Κάλλιππος Φαληρεύς, (n.d.), H106 4-5 

Καλλισθένη Ϊ-], s. IV a., P43 20-21 

[ΚἸαλλισθ]ἐνης], ca. a. 350/49 a., P17 19 

KaAAlot[pla[ros ᾿Ικ]αρι[ε]ῦ[-ς], ca. a. 330 a., L8 97 

Καλλιτέλης Σουνιεύς, a. 265/4 vel 251 (0 α., L4 Ὁ 7 

Κελεύων ([Πειραιεύς]), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
Δ eee Ιστρατος, 1.9 75 

Κελεύων Ναυσιστράτου Πειρα[ιεύς], ca. a. 338-326 α., 
1,9 76--77 

Κεφαλίων (᾿Αφιδναῖος), a. 343/2 a., father of Κηφισο- 
gav, L6 99 

Κέφαίλος (or Alwy?)], fin. s. 1V/init. s. I] a., father of 
[--~Jos, L15 1 

Κηρυκίδης Εὐξιθέο] ἐκ Ko[Awvod] P9 [41], 43 =K. ἐκ 
Ko[Awy], inter a. 350/49-345/44 a., P20 20-21 

Κηφί-- ----Ἰ], a. 343/2 a., L6 167 

Κηφισοί-----], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 94 

Kydl[too—---|---]t, ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
[-----Ἰύων, L10 10-11 

Κηφισόδοτος, a. 367/6 a., P5 73, 75 

Κηφισόδοτος Αἰθα(λίδης), a. 367/6 a., P5 56-57, 76; 
father of ᾿Απόληξις, P9 21; inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., 
P25 23 =? Κηφισόδοτος Αἰθαλίδης, a. 363/2 a., 
L4a8 

Κηφισόδ[οτος (or wpos?)] ([Κυδαθηναιεύς3]), a. 343/2 
a., father of ‘Imaevs, L6 144 

Κηφισόδοτος Συ[βρίδης], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 94, 95 

Κηφισόδωρος], a. 402/1 a., P2 σ 9 

Κηφισόδωρος ᾿Αγ[νούσιος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
366 

Κηφισόδωρος ᾿Αθμο(νεύς), ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 9; 
father of Εὐφημίδης, ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 17, 19 

Κη[φισόδω)ρος Σμικύθου Kvdabn(vatevs), a. 343/2 a., 
L6 14-15 

Κηφισόδωρος (®[---]), p. ante med. s. IV a., father of 
[E]}}aiwy, Ρ9 18 

Κηφισοκλέης Πειραιεύς, a. 367/6 a., P5 4-5 

Κηφισοκ[λῆς], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., father of 
[---]ns, P20 53 

Κηφισοφῶϊ[ν], a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Φυακίνης, 
P26 495 
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Κηφισοφῶν Κεφαλίωνος “Adidva(ios), a. 343/2 a., 
L6 99 

Κηφισοφῶν LuBpt(dns), a. 367/6 a., P5 67 

[Κη]φισοφῶν [Ppleappr(os), ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 16-17 

Κίμων Σουνι(εύς), ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 18 

Κίμων Πιθεῦς: see Κίρων 

Κίρων ΠΙιθεύς, (n.d.), H87 4; possibly Κίμων 

Κίρων ([Πρ]ασιεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of Θεόδωρος, L6 
13-14 

Κιχωνίδης Avoyetrovos Γαργήτίτιος), a. 367/6 a., P5 
16-17 


Κλεί------], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 556, 557 
Κλεί------Ἰ, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Σωσίας, P26 
367 


KAeayopas ᾿Αχαρνεύς, a. 363/2 a., 1.4 ἃ 6-7 

KAeatveros (᾿ Ἐρχιεῦς), a. 343/2 a., father of [--- ]s, L6 
96-97 

KA€avdpos Φαληρεύς, s. IV a., P49 1 

Κλέαρ[χος], archon a. 301/0 a., H79 1 

Κλειί[------Ἰ], a. 341/0(?) a., father of Κλειτοφῶν, P27 92 

Κλειτοφῶν KAel——-—], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 92 

[KA]ecrapern, (n.d.), daughter of Σ[κύϑ]θης Ppeap(p)tos, 
H81 2-5 

KAeoxptro[s], a. 350/49 a., P18 26 

Κλεόκριτος Αἰγι(λιεύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 45-46 

Κλεομεί------], p. ante med. s. IV a., P11 17 

Κλεόστρατος (A[---]}), fin. s. IV a., father of KAeoya- 
pns, P42 7 

KAedriplos], a. 343/2 a., L6 128 

KAeoxapns Κλεοστράτου A[---], fin. s. IV a., P42 7 

Κλέων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 388 

Κλεώνυμος Φιλοχάρους ᾿Αφιδν(αῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 222-223 

KodA[---— ], p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 20 

Κομωνίδης, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 55 

Κόνων, p. post med. s. IV a., P22 8 

Κόνων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 225, 300 

Κόνων, ca. a. 320/19 a., father of Κόνων, P38 14 

Κόνων Α[-----Ἰ], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 88 

Κόνων Κόνωνος], ca. a. 320/19 a., P38 14 

Κριτόδημος A[----], a. 343/2 a., L6 37 

Κρατί-----], wnzt. s. IL a., PA8 4 

Kr[---], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 57 

Κτ[η]σ[ία]ς Βησαι[ε]ύς, a. 370/69 a., P4 6 

Κτησίας Εὐαγίδο[υ Φιλαίδης], a. 346/5 a., P19 25 

KrnoiBeos (Ke[—--]), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
[---]s, P26 355 

Κτησικζλ)ῆς O[---], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 
114 

Κτησι[κλῆς] ᾿Ολυμπιοδώρου Ποτίάμιος], ca. a. 250/49 
a., P53 45-46 

Κυδιάδης, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 52; Κυ[διάδης], ca. a. 
340/39 a., P29 55 


A 


eee ἸΙστρατος KeAevovros [Iletpate(vs)], ca. a. 
338-326 a., L9 74-75 

A[.... |]s Λυσιστράτου Φιλα[ίδης], a. 339/8(?) a., P28 9 

[Aaya lav? (Μυρρινούσιος), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
I{---], L11 5-6, comm. 

Λάχηϊς —-- ἰδου ᾿Ραμνο(ύσιος), a. 343/2 a., L6 17-18 

Aeovrevs ᾿Αντικλείδου K[---], a. 343/2 a., L6 16 

Λεύκιος Θεοκλέους Lovurevs, a. 367/6 a.: A. Σ., P5 46, 
80; P13 5; [Λεύκι]ος Θεοκ[λέους] Σουνιεύς, ca. a. 
340/39 a., P29 5-6 

Λευκόλοφος ἐξ Σαλαμῖνος], a. 402/1 a., P2 d 8 

Ae[wv?] ([“AAatevs?)], a. 343/2 a., father of Φίλαγρος, 
L6 135, comm. 

Λέων], ca. a. 335/4 a., father of Λεωχάρης, P32 8 

[Λ]εωσθένη]-ς], a. 346/5 a., P19 2 

Λεωχάρης Λεοί-----Ἰ, ca. a. 335/4 a., P32 8; Λεωχά- 
[ens], P32 3--4 

Λεωχάρης Kompet(os): [Aewyalpn{s] K., ca. a. 345/4 a., 
P24 29; Λεωχάρ[ης], P24 30; [Alewxapns, P24 31 

Λοί------Ἰ, ca. a. 338-326 a., LO 11 

Λυί---- --Ἰ, ca. a. 320/19 a., father of Εὐμηλίδης, P38 39 

Av[---], fin. s. [V/init. s. ΠῚ a., father of “Eortatos, 
L14 3 

Av[--—], a. 343/2 a., father of Λυκέας, L6 20 


Λυκέας Av[---], a. 343/2 a., L6 20 
Λυκῖνος Κοί------Ἰ, 5. III a., P54 7 


Λύκιππ[ος], p. ante med. s. IV a., P8 13 

Λυσανίας Λυσικλέους Κεφα(λῆθεν), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 243-244, [249-250] 

Λυσανίας Παλαθίωνος Λακιάδης, a. 367/6 a., P5 35-36 

Λυσανίας (Λουσιεύς), fin. 5. IV a., father of Θεόδωρος, 
P42 6 

Λυσανίας (Προβαλίσιος), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
᾿Αριστοκλ[είδης], L9 53 

Λ[υ]σ[ία]ς (At€wvevs), ca. a. 330/29(?) a., father of 
Φείδων, P33 7 

Λυσίας (‘Apagavresevs), a. 343/2 a., father of [-- -- -- ]ns, 
L6 82 

Λυσίδηϊμος] (Κεφαλῆθεν), a. 343/2 a., father of [---], 
L6 68 

Λυσιθείδης Κικυν(νεύς), a. 339/8(?) a., P28 7; A. [K.], 
P28 6-7; a. 341/0(?) a., father of property owners, 
Λυσιθε[ίδου παῖδες], P27 102-103; [Λυσιθείδο]υ 
παῖδες, P27 98-99; ca. a. 330/29(?) a., [A. π]αῖδες K., 
P35 4: A. [x. K.], P35 7 

Λυσιθείδης Λυσιμ[ἀχου3] Oivatos, ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 
54-55 

AvotkAns (Κεφαλῆθεν), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Λυσανίας, P26 243-244, [249-250] 

[Λ]υσικλῆς Ζηλάρχου Συπί(αλήττιος), a. 341/0(?) a., 
P27 37-38 
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Λυσικράτης, ca. a. 350/49 a., P15 11 
[Λυσικ]ράτης Κικυν(νεύς), ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 47 
Λ[υ]σίμαχος, a. 346/5 a., father of [Θρα]συμήδης, P19 3 
Λυσίίμ]α[χος ... Ἰικλέους ᾿Ερχιε(ύς), a. 343/2 a., L695 
Avoip[ayos?] (Oivatos), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
Λυσιθείδης, L9 54-55, comm. 
Λυσίμαχος (Πειραιεύς), a. 
Παυσίστρατος, L6 101-102 
Λύσι]π[πος] (Παιανιεύς), a. 341/0(?) a., father of 
Pavobevs, P27 60 
Avolilorparo[s], p. ante med. s. ΙΝ a., P12 8 
Λυσίστρατος ‘AAate[vs], fin. 5. IV a., P42 5 
Λυσίστρατος (Φιλαίδης), a. 339/8(?) a., father of 
Al... . Js, P28 9 


343,2 a., father of 


M 


Man[---|---] Mapa@(wmos), ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 
12-13 

Μεγακ!-----], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 8 

Μεγακλῆς (᾿Αλωπεκῆθεν), a. 402/1 a., father of 
Μέλητος, P2 d 19-20 

Μέδων Θορίκι[ος], a. 370/69 a., P4 6 

Μειδίας, inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 76 

Μειδίας ᾿Ανα(γυράσιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 211, 
249 

Me[t]8[cJas [. 1υδί---- --Ἰ, ca. a. 338-326 a., L117 

Μειδυλίδης (Αζηνιεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of Μείδυλος, 
L6 104 

MeidvAos Μειδυλίδου ᾿Αζη(νιεύς), a. 343/2 a., 1.6 
103-104 

[Meid]ov? (Μυρρινούσιος), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
I[---], L11 5-6, comm. 

Μειξιάδης Lovv(tevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 294 

Μειξίδημος Mup(pivotoros), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
468, 493 

MeA[--- ], a. 402/1 a., P2 e 3 

Μελησίας ᾿Αριστοκράτο, a. 324/3 a., L13 29=M. 
Aaparpevs, L13 39 

Μέλητος Μεγακλέους ᾿Αλ[ωπεκῆθε]ν, a. 402/1 a., P2 
d 19-20 

MeAirrios ᾿Εξηκεστίδου Bovra(dns), a. 363/2 α., 1.4 ἃ 
76-77 

Μέναι[χ]μ[ος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 316 

Μένανδρος, a. 370/69 a., P4 3 

[Μ]ενέξ[ενος], a. 3432 α., L6 27-28 

Μενέξενος Μεταξένου Δεκε(λεεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 236, 242 

[Μ]Ἰένιππος Φαλ[ηρε]ύς, a. 402/1 a., P2 a, ὁ, c 6 

Μένων Θοἰρ]ίκ[ι]ος, a. 370/69 a., P4 40 

Meragevos (Δεκελεεύς), a. 342/1~339/8 a., father of 
Μενέξενος, P26 236, 242 

Μικίων, ca. a. 350/49 a., metic, P17 17 


Μίκων, archon a. 402/1 a.: [Μ]ίκωνος, P2 a, b,c 3 

[Μι]λτιάδης , ca. a. 338-326 a., father of [---], L10 31 

Μνησιδάμας ᾿Αριστοδάμαντος Mup(pwwovoros): 
[Μνησιδάμ]ας “A. [M.], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
356-357; [M. °A.] M., P26 363; [Μν]ησιδάμας [Μ1] 
P26 360; [ΜνησιδάμανἾτος M., P26 362 

Μνησίθεοϊς], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 403-404 

Μνησίθεος (Σφήττιος), p. post med. s. IV a., father of 
Εὐθύδικος, P21 6; P27 20-21 

Μνησίλοχος Σουνι(εύς), p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 11 

Μνησίστρατος (᾿Αχαρνεύς), ca. a. 350/49 a., father of 
Διότιμος, P13 69 

Mowpaylélyns ([Κυδαθ]ηναιεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of 
Μοίριππος, L6 8-9 

Μοίριππος Motpay[élvovs [Κυδαθ]η(ναιεύς), a. 343/2 
a., L6 8-9 

Moo[--- ], ca. a. 320/19 a., P37 6 

[Mo]oxiwv? Edpapido[v], a. 343/2 a., L6 36-37 

[Μ]ῦς (PaA[npevs]), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of [---], 
L11 9-10 


N 


Nal---], a. 346/5 a., P19 21 

Ναι-----], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 41 

Ναυκρατί-----], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 135 

Nav(o)[ta]ls? Νικοστράτοϊυ------], a. 343/2 a., L6 125 

Ναυσικλῆς, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 13 

Navotorparos (Πειραιεύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
KeAevwv, L9 77 

N[avoilorparos? Κελεύοντος [Πειραιε(ύς)], ca. a. 
338-326 a., L9 74~75, comm. 

Νεοπτόλεμος, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 289 

Νεοτί------], a. 402/1 a., P2 a, b,c 6 

Nex[---], a. 343/2 a., father of [-~- ]arns, L6 34-35 

Nexavdpidns Ποτάμι(ος), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 24 

Νικηί----],α. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 354 

[Ν]ικήρ[ατος], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 15 

Νικήρατος K[---], inter a. 345/4-340/39 a., P25 46 

Νικήρατος Κυδ[α]ντ[(](δης), a. 339/8(?) a., P28 26; N. 
Kvd[av], P28 24 

Νικιί-- -- ], ca. a. 350/49 a., P15 5 

Νικίας Oo[pixtos], ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 12 

Νικίας Kvdav(ridns), a. 367/6 a., P5 41-42, 58, 64-65 

[Νιϊ]κόδημος A[---], ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 3 

Νικόδηϊμος ..... Ἰκράτους Μυρρινούσι[ος], ca. a. 338-- 
326 a., 1.9 67-68 

Νικόδημος ᾿Αριστομένους Οἰν(αῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 499, 504, 516-517, 523 

Νικόδικ[ος], a. 402/1 a., P2 d 12 

NexoxAens ᾿Αναφλύστιος, a. 367/6 a., P55 

Nexox[parns] Ξενοκράτους “Ραϊ[μ](νούσιος), a. 342/1- 
339/8 a., P26 529 
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Nixoorparo(s], a. 343/2 a., father of Nav(c)[lals?, L6 
125 

Νικόστρατος N[---], a. 343/2 a., L6 126 

Νικόφημος Pop[---|---]v[.], ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 
88-89 

Νίκων ("Ayapveds), a. 343,2 a., father of [---]s, L6 114 

No[---], p. post a. 367/6 a., P6 2 

No{--—], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 264 

Νόθιππ|ος], ca. a. 330 α., L8 141 

Νόθιππος ἐξ [Oio], a. 402/1 a., P2 e 9 

Νουμήνιος Καλλίου, a. 402/1 a., P2 a, b, c 10 

Νουμήνιος (Φαληρεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Δίων, P26 513-514 


= 

Ξανθιππί[δης], fin. 5. IV a., father of [᾿Α]ρχέστρατος, 
P42 8 

Eev[---|---]s Προβί(αλίσιος), a. 
116-117 

Ξενοκλέης [Μελ]ιτεύς, ca. a. 350/49 a., P17 14; =. [M.], 
P17 20 

evoxAn|s], a. 350/49 a., P18 13-14 

Ξενοκλῆς, ca. a. 345,4 a., father of [----- -- Ιοφῶν, P24 8 

Ξενοκλῆς ᾿Αντιγένους Σημ[αχίδης], fin. s. IV a., P42 3 

Ξενοκράτης Γνιφωνίδου Μαραθώνιο!ς], ca. a. 338-326 
a., 1.9 47-48 

Ξενοκράτης (‘Papuvovoros), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Nexox[parns], P26 529 

Eevoxptro(s] (Αφιδναῖος), father of [-—-]s, a. 343/2 a., 
L6 164 

Ξενόστρατος, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 45 

Ξενότιμος Προσπάλίτιος), p. ante med. s. IV a., PY 28, 
[29] 

Ξενοφῶν (Προβαλίσιος), a. 343/2 a., father of [Ξενο- 
φῶν), 16 118=? [Ξε]νοφῶν Προβ(αλίσιος), 1.6 
121--122 

[Ξενοφῶν] Ξενοφῶντος Προβ(αλίσιος), a. 343/2 α., 1.6 
117-118 =? [Ξενοφῶν Ξε]νοφῶντος Προβί(αλίσιος), 
L6 121-122 

Ξυλλεχοί- ---Ἶ], ca. a. 330 α., L8 112 


O 


Oiva(y)6n, s. IV/III a., H71 3-4 

Oiveds, s. IV a., H70 2; possibly the Eponymous Hero 

Οἰνοφῶν Εὐφιλήτου Πειραιεύς, a. 324/3 a., 1.13 
30-31 = O. IT., L13 39-40 

᾿᾽Ολυμπί-----], ca. a. 350/49 a., P1377 

᾿Ολυμπιόϊδωρος}] Διογείτονος “Ax[apvevs?], ca. a. 
338-326 a., L9 84-85 

᾿Ολυμπιόδωρος (Ποτάμιος), ca. a. 250/49 a., father of 
Κτησι[κλῆς], P53 45-46 


343/2 a. L6 


᾿Ολύμπιχος (Μελιτεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Θεόδωρος, P26 267, 273 

"Ovnomos, fin. s. V vel init. s. IV a., H68 2-3 = 

᾿᾽Ονήσιμος, H69 2-3 

᾿Ονήτωρ ᾿Αρκεσίλου MeA(trevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 230, 236 

Οὔριος, archon a. 281/0 a., P52 3 

[᾿ΟἸφέλης, fin. s. IV a., P42 10 

᾿Οψιάδης, a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of "AptororeAns, 
P26 [252], 259 


I] 


Παλαθίων (Aaxiadns), a. 367/6 a., father of Λυσανίας, 
P5 35-36 

Πανκί------], a. 324/3 a., L13 7-8 

Πανκλείδης (᾿ Ἐπικηφίσιος), a. 363/2 a., father of 
Χαιρέστρατος, L4a 78 

Παντάρκης, init. s. IV a., P35 

Παντήν[ωρ] (Φρεάρριος), (n.d.), father of Πατρόκλεια, 
H82 2-3 

TlarpoxAea, (n.d.), daughter of Παντήν[ωρ] Ppeap- 
(ptos), H82 2-3 

Tlavotorparo(s], ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 14 

Παυσίστρατος Λυσιμάχου Πειρ(αιεύς), a. 343/2 α., 1.6 
101--102 

Πει[θίδημος], archon a. 267/6 α., Η1171 

Πείθων [Μαρα]θώνιος, (n.d.), Η95 3-4 

Πεισικλῆϊς], ca. a. 338-326 α., father of [-- -- -[βουλος, 
L9 66 

Πλάτων (᾿Αὐφ[ιδναῖος], a. 401/2 a., ῬΩ [4 

[1Aov|-—-], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 162 

TIoA[--- |---]vo[v] K[nr(rios)?], a. 343/2 a. 16 
70-71, comm. 

Πολέϊμων Δι]οκλέους Φλυε(ύς), a. 343/2 a., L6 9-10 

Πολύευκτος Λαμπτρεύς, a. 367/6 a., P52 

[Πο]λύευκτος Σφήττί(ιος), ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 16 

Πολύῴζηλος, archon a. 367/6 a., P51 

Πολυκλῆς, ca. a. 338-326 a., father of [-- ----Ἰτης, [.9 42 

Πολυκλῆς Ἐτί. Jo[—--], a. 350/49 a., P18 85 

Πολυκλῆς Τεισίππου Εὐω[νυμεύς], fin. s. IV a., P42 4 

Πολυμήδης (Oivatos), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Πολύφιλος, P26 514-515 

Πολύμνηστος Θἰε]ομν[ἥστου], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 
44-45 

TloAvge[vos], p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 9 

Πολύφιλος Πολυμήδους Oiv(atos), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 514-515 

TIp[---], a. 350/49 a., father of Θεόδημος, P18 15 

Προκλῆς], p. ante med. s. IV a., P7 3-4 

Προκλῆϊς], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of Γνίφων, L10 44 

Προμηθίων Aiox([palifov] ἐκ Κη(δῶν), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 531 


EPIGRAPHICAL INDICES 227 


Πρόξεν[ος], a. 267/6 a., H117 5 

Πρόξενος, ca. a. 330 a., L8 106, 109 =? [Πρ]όξεν[ος]}, 
L8 18, comm. 

TIpw[---], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 23 

Πρώταρχος Πειρ(αιεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
465-466 

Πρωτοκ[λῆς], a. 350/49 a., P18 25-26 

[Πυα]νέψι[ος. }e[. Ἰλιαμπί------Ἰ, a. 343/2 α., 1.6 71-72 

[IIv]@aparo[s], ca. a. 250/49 a., P53 19-20 

Πυθόδοτος, archon a. 343/2 a., P26 471; L6 2 

Πυθόδωρος (“Ayvovoros), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Φιλοκράτης, P26 399, 456 

Πυθόδωρος [᾿Αθμ]ονεύς, (n.d.), H89 B 5-6 

[Πυθό]δωρος Φιλοκλέους ᾿Επιζκ(ηφίσιος 3)], a. 343/2 α., 
L6 80-81 -- Πυθόδωρος ᾿Επικ(ηφίσιος), father of 
[--- --Ἠ[ος, L6 79 

Πυθοκλ[ῆς], init. s. 1 a., PA8 6 

Πύρρακος Αἰγι(λιεύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 80 


x 


Lal---], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 48 

Σημωνίδης Σουνι(εύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 328 

Liravos Σωσίππίου], a. 343/2 a., L6 108-109 

Σιμάλη, a. 308/7 a., H78 3 

Σῖμος Διοδώρου Παιαν(ιεύς): Σ. A. [Π.], a. 342/1- 
339/8 a., P26 164-165; Σ. Παίιαν:]), P23 7; father of 
[---]l8ns, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 27 

Σίμυλος, ca. a. 350/49 a., P14 25 

Σιμώνδης, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 257; [Σιμ]ώνδης, P26 
255 

L[kv?]Ons Φρεάρ(ρ)ιος, (n.d.), father of Κλειταρέτη, 
H81 3-4 

Σμῖκρος Λαμπτρί(εύς), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 100 

Σμίκυθο[ς], a. 346/5 a., P19 29 

Σμίκυθος, s. III a., P55 6 

Σμίκυθος Oopix(tos), ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 13; P29 49 

Σμίκυθος (Κυδαθηναιεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of Κη[φι- 
σόδω]ρος, L6 15 

Σμίκυθος (Iletpacevs), a. 324/3 a., father of "Apiorro- 
φάνης, L13 29 

Σμίκυθος Τειθράσιος, a. 367, 6 a., P5 15, 38 

Lpixvao[s], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 557 

[Σ]ουνιάδης, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 20 

Σπεύσιππος, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 26-27 

Στέφανος Μυρρινόσιος, a. 363/2 α., L4 a 6 

Στέφανος ---]dov Παια(νιεύς), a. 343/2 a. L6 
139-140 

[Στη]σιληίδης, ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 4; [Στησιλ]ηίδης, 
P29 4-5 

[Στ]ρατοκλῆς, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 281-282 

Στρατοκλῆς ᾿Ισάνδρου [Συπαλήττιος], a. 341/0(?) a., 
P27 17-18; father of [Ἴσαν]δρος, P26 259-260, 266 


Στρατοφῶν Στράτωνος ᾿Αγρυ(λῆθεν), a. 363/2 a., 
L4a 76 

Στράτων (᾿Αγρυλῆθεν), a. 363/2 a., father of Στρατο- 
φῶν, L4a 76 

Στρυμ!-----], 5. 1V a., PA1 1 

Eel---], ca. a. 350/49 a., P17 17 

Σώιτοϊς ——— Jevido[v] Παια(νιεύς), a. 343/2 α., L6 92 

Σωνδρίδης Σ[ωστρ]άτου ᾿Ἐροιά(δης), ca. a. 338-326 
a., 1.9 58-59 

Σωσίας KAe[---], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 367 

Σωσιγένης, archon a. 342/1 a., P28 5=? ΣΙίω- 
ot}ylevovs?], ca. a. 338-326 a., L10 45, comm.; =? 
[Σω]σιγένης, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 14 

Σωσίδημος Γλαύκωνος], ca. a. 338-326 a., LY 72 

[Σ]ωσίνομος ᾿Αριστονόϊμου)], a. 402/1 a., P2 d 12-13 

Σώσιππ[ος], a. 343/2 a., father of LiAavos, L6 108-109 

Σωσζισ]τρατί[δη]ς, s. IV a., father of [ Η]ραζκ]λείδ[η]ς, 
P44 15 

Σώστρατος, ca. a. 250/49 a., P53 43, 47 

Lworparos (᾿Αμφιτροπῆθεν), a. 341/0(?) a., father of 
[-——JeAlfls, P27 27 

L[worplaros? (᾿ Ἐροιάδης), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
Σωνδρίδης, 1.9 58-59 

Σώφιλος, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 102 


T 


Τείσανδ[ρος], ca. a. 350/49 a., P16 19 

Τείσιππος (Εὐωνυμεύς), fin. s. IV a., father of Πολυ- 
κλῆς, P42 4 

[Τελ]ένικος (Περγασῆθεν), p. ante med. s. IV a., P9 34 

Τελέσαρχος Aigw(vevs), a. 367/6 a., P5 50-51 

[TeAecias Τελ]έστου Προβί(αλίσιος), a. 343/2 a., L6 
111-112 

Τελεσικλῆς Καλλίου ᾿Αραφ[ήνιος], ca. a. 320/19 a., 
P38 8 

[Τέλ]εστος (Προβαλίσιος), a. 343/2 a., father of [TeAe- 
σίας], L6 112-113 

Τελέσων Σουνι(εύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 69, 70 

Tn[--- A]e)xeAevs, (n.d.), possibly father of Εὐμένης, 
H116 3-4 

Τηλέμαχος ᾿Ἑρμολόχο, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 478, 
492 

Τηλέμαχος Oleayyedro] "Ayap(vevs), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 496-497 

Τηλοκλῆϊς], archon a. 290/89 a., P52 12; Τηλοκλῆς, 
P52 15 

Tnoayopas, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 31 

Τιμαρχίδης ΦΙ-----], fin. 5. IV a., P42 9 

[ΤἸίμαρχος ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 498 

Τιμη[-----], ca. a. 350/49 a., P14 6 

Τιμήσιος, a. 367/6 α., P5 57 

Τιμήσι[ος Σ]ουνι(εύς), ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 10 


228 EPIGRAPHICAL INDICES 


Τιμοί-----], 5. ΓΝ a., PA1 4 

Τιμόθεος Τιμοκράτους], ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 71 

Τιμοκλείδης ᾿Ὑψηχίδου Ppea(pptos), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 285, [289-290] 

Τιμοκλῆς, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 109 

Τιμοκλῆς Τιμοκράτους], a. 343/2, L6 143-144 

Τιμοκλῆς Pavox[—--— ], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 302 

Τιμοκράτης], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of Τιμόθεος, 
L9 71 

Tuysoxparn[s], a. 343/2 a., father of Τιμοκλῆς, 1.6 
143-144 

Timoxpar[ns?], a. 343/2 a., father of [---]ros, L6 
40-41 

Τιμοκράτης ᾿Αφι(δναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 514 

Τίμων, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 16 


Y 


Ὕβρι[ας ᾿Οτρυ]νεύς, ca. a. 330 a., L8 139, 140 

‘Yq[---], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 401 

“Ὑπερείδης [Γ]λαυκίππο KoA(Avrevs), a. 342/1-339/8 
a., P26 459; Ὕ. [Γ΄ ΚΙ], P21 13-14 

᾿“γψηχίδης (Φρεάρριος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Τιμοκλείδης, P26 285, 290 


Φ 
®a[-—-], a. 350/49 a., Ρ18 56 
Dal---], a. 350/49 a., P18 65 
Φαίιί-----Ἰ], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 74 
Φαίιί-----], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of Εὐθίας, 1.9 24-25 


Φαίαξ ᾿Αφιδναῖος, a. 367/6 a., P57 

Φαΐδρίος], inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., P20 93 

Φανί-----Ἰ], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 375 

[Φανίας] (Σουνιεύς), ca. a. 340/39 a., father of Θουτι- 
μ[ίδης], P29 12 

Φανόθεος Λυσίίπ|------Ἰ, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 60 

Pavox|—--], a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of Τιμοκλῆς, 
P26 302 

Φανόμαχος, archon a. 265/4 vel 251/0a., L4b 1 

Φανόστρατος Γαρ(γήττιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
212, 216; [Φαν]όστρατος Γ., P13 19-20 

@dvv[Ados], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 386-387 

Φασυρκίδης (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., father of Διοπεί- 
Ons, L4a 71 

Φάνλλος (Πιθεύς), inter a. 350/49-345/4 a., father of 
Φείδιππος, P20 [102]; P25 42; P27 [70]; P29 25 

Φείδιππος Φαὕύλλου Πιθεύς: Φ. Π., a. 367/6 a., P5 
46-47, 81; [Φ]είδιππίος Φ. IL], P20 101-102; 
[Φείδιπ]πος Φ. Π., P25 42; ®. [®. Π.], P27 70; Φ. ®. 
[Π.], P29 25; ©. McO[e:], Ρ9 29; [Φ]είδιππος Π., P26 
210; Φε[ίδ]ππος [Π]᾿ἰθε:, P28 8; [Φ]είδιππος ΠΙιθε:], 
P29 28; [Φείδιπ]πος Π., P25 45; Φ[ε]ίδιππος], P27 
72; father of [-- -- -- ἰλος, P20 63 


Φείδων Λ[υ]σ[ίο]υ Αἰξω(νεύς), ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P33 7 
[Φερ]εκλῆς Θημακεῦς, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 16; Φερε[ἰκλῆς 
O.], father of Διόδωρος, P28 13-14, 18 


Φ[ε]ρεκράτη[ς] KolfAv]rev[s], ca. a. 330 a, 18 
100 = ®[eplexparov{s], L8 102 

Φιί[-----Ἰ, a. 341/0(?) a., P27 25 

Φιλί------Ἰ, p. ante med. s. ΙΝ a., P11 12 

Φιλί------Ἰ, a. 339/8(?) a., P28 21 

Φιλί------Ἰ, ca. a. 350/49 a., father of Εὐφράνωρ, P13 19 


Φίλαγρος Aclovros? ‘Adat(evs)?], a. 343/2 a., L6 
135-136, comm. 

Φιλέας ᾿Ελευσί(νιος), a. 341/0(?) a., P27 87 

DiAnpov|--—], a. 342/1-339/8 a., name of a person or 
mine, P26 167 

Dirraldys?], a. 343/2 a., L6 168 

Φιλῖνος, ca. a. 345/4 a., P24 1; a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 
214, 217 

Φιλῖνος Σουνι(εύς), a. 367/6 a., P5 60; ca. a. 350/49 a., 
father of ᾿Αμεινία[ς], P13 [41-42] =? Φιλῖνος 
(Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., father of ᾿Αμεινίας, L4 a 73 

Φιλιππηῖ|ος], a. 346/5 a., P19 18 

[Φίλι]ππος, archon a. 292/1 a., P52 6-7 

Φίλιππος ᾿Αγρυλῆ(θεν), a. 367/6 a., P5 12-13, 22-23 

Φιλιστίδης (Αἰξωνεύς), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Φιλιστίδης, P26 470 

Φιλιστίδης Φιλιστίδου AiE(wvevs), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 470, 492 

Φιλίων, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 263 

Φιλοίτιος ᾿Ιωνίδης, a. 367/6 a., P5 16 

Φιλοκλῆς, (n.d.), H73 6-7 

Φιλοκλ[ῆς]), (n.d.), H77 5-6 

Φιλοκλήϊ-], p. ante med. s. IV a., P10 5 

Φιλοκλῆς (᾿Ἐπι[κηφίσιος]}), a. 343/2 a., father of 
[Πυθό]δωρος, L6 80-81 

Φιλοκλῆς (Πειραιεὺς), a. 343/2 a., father of Φιλόφρων, 
L6 100-101 

Φιλοκράτ[ης], ca. a. 320/19 a., P39 7 

Φιλοκράτης Πυθ[οδώρου] ‘A[yvoveros], a. 
339 /8 a., P26 451, 452-453, 456, 457 

Φιλοκράτίης (Axapvevs?)], ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
Φιλοκράτης, 1.9 60 

Φιλοκράτης Φιλοκράτί[ους 
338-326 a., [.9 60 

Φιλοκράτης (᾿ Ἐλευσίνιος), p. ante med. s. IV a., father 
of [Ἐπ])ικράτης, P9 37 

Φιλοκράτης Evw[vupers], ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 75 

Φιλοκύδης (᾿Αχαρνεύς), ca. a. 320/19 a., father of 
᾿Επικύδης, P38 25, 26, 30 

Φιλόνεως ᾿Αμεινονίκου (Lovvtevs), a. 363/2 a., 1.4. ἃ 71 

[Φ])ιλόργος, (n.d.), H73 8 

Φιλόφρων Πειρ(αιεύς), p. ante med. s. TV a., PY 23; P27 
69 =? Φιλόφρων Φιλοκλέους Πειραι(εῦς), a. 343/2 
a., L6 100-101 

Φιλοχάρης, a. 350/49 a., father of [--- ]ns, P18 49 


342/1- 


"Axa(pvevs?)|, ca. a. 
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Φιλοχάρης (᾿Αφιδναῖος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., father of 
Κλεώνυμος, P26 222-223 

Φίλτων (ἐκ Κοιλῆς), a. 343/2 a., father of Φίλων, L6 
105 

Dirw[v], a. 343/2 a., father of ᾿Εργόφιλος (metic), 1.6 
75-76 

Φίλων Φίλτωνος ἐκ Κοι(λῆς), a. 343/2 a., L6 105 

Φίλων ‘Papvocro[s], (n.d.), H98 4-5 

Φίλων Χολλείδης, a. 370/69 a., P43 

Φορί-----Ἰ, ca. a. 338-326 a., father of Νικόφημος, LO 88 

Φορμίων ------ Φα]λη(ρεὺς), a. 343/2 a., L6 69-70 

Φόρυσκος, a. 343/2 a., metic living in Alopeke, L6 138 

pal---], (n.d.), H118 3 

Ppe[—-—], ca. a. 330/29(?) a., P35 13 

Φυακίνης Κηφισοφῶϊντος], a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 495 

Φυλακί------], ca. a. 335,4 a., P32 16 


Χ 


Xa[--- ν]άθωνος Λακ(ιάδης), a. 343/2 α., 1.6 93 

Χαιρί------], p. post. med. ς. ΙΝ a., ῬΩ1 7 

Xatp[--- Xapiov?] Παιανιε(ύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., 1.9 
36-37 

Χαιρεί------], a. 341/0(?) a., P27 79 

Χαιρέας Αἰσχί------Ἰ, ca. a. 350/49 a., P13 65 

Χαιρέδημος ᾿Αγνού(σιος), a. 367/6 a., P5 83 

Χαιρέστρατος Πανκλείδο ᾿Ἐπικηφί(σιος), a. 363/2 a., 
L4 a 78-79 

Χαιρέστίρατος ----Ἰ Σφήτί(τιος), a. 343/2 a., L6 
129-130 

[Xa]ipiwy (Φαληρεύς), a. 343/2 a., father of [Χαριναύ- 
rns}, L6 64-65 

[Χ]αιροκλῆς (Aevxovoevs), a. 343/2 a., father of [Xapta- 
dns?], L6 18 

[Xa]ipovridns Ep[---], a. 281/0 a., P52 10 

Χαλκιδεὺς ᾿Ανδρομένους (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 a., L4aa 
71-72 

Χαρ!ί------], p. post med. s. IV a., P23 6 

Χαρί------], ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 20 


Χάρης (Θορίκιος), ca. a. 340/39 a., P29 46 

[Χαριάδης ΧἸ]αιροκλέους Aevxo[vo(evs)], a. 343/2 a., 
L6 18=? Xapidd[ys] ([Aevxovoevs?]), father of 
[---- 1», L633 

Χαριάδης Χαρικλέος (Σουνιεύς), a. 363/2 α., L4a 72 

Χαρίας ‘lepwvr[---], a. 350/49 a., P18 16 

Xa[ptas K]o[A]Avrevs, ca. a. 330 a., L8 108 

[X]aptas (Παιανιεύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of [---], 
L9 29=? [Xapias?] Παιανιε(ύς), father οἵ 
Xaup[--—-], L9 37 

[X]lapias ᾿Ελπινίκου Ποτί(άμιος), a. 342/1-339/8 a., 
P26 495-496 

Χαρίδημος (or μίδης ?)], fin. 5. [V/init. s. 1Π| a., L14 13, 
comm. 

Χαρίδημοϊς] ([Προβαλίσι (or Προσπάλτιϑ)]ος), ca. a. 
338-326 a., father of [... ]efavdpos, L9 30-31, 
comm. = Χαρίδημος (Πρ[οβαλίσι (or οσπάλτιϑ)ος]), 
father of [-—-]o(s), L9 35-36, comm. 

XapexAeidns, archon a. 363/2 a., L4a 2, 56, 67 

[X]apexACe)i8[ ns], fin. s. IV a., LAB 6 

Χαρικλῆς (Παιανιεύς), ca. a. 338-326 a., father of 
"Appe[veidns], 1.10 43 

Χαρικλῆς (Lovmevs), a. 363/2 a., father of Χαριάδης, 
[4472 

[Χ]αριμήδης (Μαραθώνιος), a. 339/8(?) α., father of 
[--- ]tAo[s], P28 3 

[Xapwavrns Xalipiwvos Padn(pevs), a. 343/2 a., L6 
64-65 

Xaptvos, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 96 

Χαρῖνος, a. 342/1-339/8 a., P26 396 

Χαρίσιος, a. 402/1 a., P2 g 13-14 

Χάρισοϊς], a. 343/2, father of [--~-]ros, L6 149 

Xappvros, a. 367/6 a., P5 45, 68; father of property 
owners [Χ]αρμύλο zra[tdes], P13 4-5 


Ω 


᾽Ωνησοί-----], ca. a. 350/49 a., father οἵ [---]otadns, 
P13 24 


2. INDEX OF DEMOI, ETHNE, PHRATRIAI, PHYLAI, AND TRITTYES 


A 


A[---], L149 

᾿Αγγελεύς: “Ayye, P18 70; ᾽Αγγελ, L148 

᾿Αγκυλεύς: ᾽Ἄγκυ, P26 404 

‘Ayvovotos: ‘Ayv, P26 403, [451], 453, [456]; L6 163; 
᾿Αγνού, P5 83; L6 [63]-64; ἉΑγνουσι[-----Ἰ, P26 409; 
᾿Αγν[οῦντι], P26 368-369; “Ay[--—], P26 399 


᾿Αγρυλεύς: “Aypu, P5 58-59; L4 a 76; ᾿Αγρυλῆ, P5 
12-13, 23; L4 a 79; ᾿Αγρυλῆθεν, P2 [d 1], [« 6]; 
"Ay[---], P9 10 

᾿Αζηνιεύς: “AG P27 108; LA3 [1]-2, comm.; ’A¢n, L6 
104; L10 13; ᾽Αζηνι, 1.9 10 

᾿Αθηναῖος: [᾿ΑἸθεναῖον, LA1 57-58; ᾿Αθηναίων, L7 
[4-5], 50; ᾿Αθηναίοις, L4 a 2; L16 5; "Adev[---], L1 8 

᾿Αθμονεύς, P16 [9]; "A@uo, P38 [17], 19; [᾿Αθμ]ονέως, 
H89 B 6 
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Αἰαντίς: Αἰαντίδι, P26 521, 522; Aiavridos, P26 507, 
513, 515, 527; Αἰαντιδῶν, L8 10 

Aiynis: Αἰγηΐδος, P2 a, ὁ, c 2; P5 71-72; P17 24; 
Αἰγειδῶν, L8 10 

Αἰγιλιεύς: Αἰγι, P5 46, 80; Αἰγιλι, P24 46; L14 11, 12, 
22; [Αἰ]γιλί------Ἰ, P13 59 

Αἰθαλίδης, P3 3; L4 a 8; Aida, P5 56-57, 76; P9 [18], 
[21]; P25 [23] 

Αἰξωνεύς: Αἰξ, P26 470: Αἰξω, P5 50--51; Ρ7 12; P26 
276; Αἰξω[νε], P33 7; [Ali€wvews, P53 32 

᾿Ακαμαντίς: [᾿ΑἸκαμ[αντίς], H42 1-2; ᾿Ακ[αμαντίδος], 
P88 

“‘AAatevs, P28 [4]; P42 [5]; PAS 2; [‘AAatevs?], L6 136, 
comm.; ‘Ada, P26 417; ‘Adat, P9 31; P28 [9]; L6 158; 
“‘AAate, P27 33; L14 2; ᾿Αλαιῶς, P4 8, 35 

“Αλιμούσιος: [᾿Αλι]μού, L14 4 

᾿Αλωπεκεύς: ["A]Aw, L6 59; ᾽Αλωπ, P5 64; ᾿Αλωπεκ, 
P26 455; ᾿Αλωπίεκ]ῆ, P33 6; ᾿Αλωπεκῆθεν, P2 [d 19], 
[6 4]; P5 16; P15 [8]; [᾿Αλωπεϊ]κέως, H80 3-4, comm.; 
᾿Αλοπεκέον, H36 4-5; [ ’AAozexeov], H38 1-2, comm. 

᾿Αμαξαντειεύς: ‘Ava, L9 26; ᾿Αμαξ, 1.6 82 

᾿Αμφιτροπαιεύς: Ἄμφι, P26 240; Ἄμφιτρ, P27 3; 
"Audurpom, P27 61-62; ᾿Αμφιτροπαίι], P14 24; 
᾿Αμφιτροπῆθ, P16 16; ᾿Αμφιτροπί------]Ἰ, P28 31; 
᾿Αμφιτ[ροπὶ), P27 53 

᾿Αναγυράσιος, P43 [26]; "Avayupa, P5 49, 52 

᾿Ανακαιεύς, ΡΑΒ [4] 

᾿Αναφλύστιος, P5 5; ᾿Αναφλυ, P12 10; P27 105; 
[’Avad]Avort, P26 419; [᾿Αναφλυστίον], H38 1-2, 
comm.; ’Ava[padvlo[r]i{w.], H97 4-5; ᾿Α[να]φ[λ]υ- 
[στιο------Ἰ, L8 75; [᾿Αν]αφλυσίτιο------]Ἰ, L8 81; 
᾿Αναφλιυί-----Ἰ, P39 11 

᾿Αντιοχίς, H36 [1-2]; ᾿Αντιοχίδος, P5 52 

᾿Αραφήνιος, P38 [8]; ᾿Αραφηνίωι, 1,45 12 

Αὐριάδης: Αὐρι,1.6 11 

᾿Αφιδναῖος, P2 [f 4]; “Ade, P26 498, 502, 512, 514, 518; 
Agud, P26 223; ᾿Αφ[ιδ)], L6 164; Adudva, L6 99; 
᾿Αφιδίνα]), L10 33; ᾿Αφιδναῖ, P13 11; ᾿Αἰ[φι]δναίωι, 
H95 5-6 

"Axapvevs, L4.a 6-7; L9 [85]; Αχαρ, P26 497; L9 [60?); 
L4 a 77; L4 a 78; ᾿Αχαρί[ν], L6 114; “Ayapve, P38 
[25], [26], 30; ᾿Αχαρνέως, P53 41; 14 a 74; 
"Axap[|--—-], P13 69; P30 30-31; ᾽Αχαίρν------Ἰ, P24 
42; ᾿Αχαίρν-----Ἰ,1.5 4; ["Axalpv[--- ], L5 78, comm. 


B 


Barevs: Βατῆθεν, H94 Hand 17 

Bnoaevs, P4 6; Βήσηθεν, P18 23; P27 103; 
Β[ησ]αιέω[ν»], PY 31; Βησαιῶν, P27 12, 35; [Βησαιῶν)], 
P27 22; Βησαι(ῶν), P13 65 


r 


Γαργήττιος: Tap, P26 212, [284]; Tapy, P26 [279]; 
Γαργή, P13 20; Γαργήτ, P5 17; Γαργήττ, P24 [7]; 
P26 [175-176]; Γαργήττι, P27 18; P29 22, [27]; 
Γαργηϊττίου], H109 B 2-3; Γα[ργητ]τίωι, H76 3-4 

Γλεωντίς: Γλεωντίδος, H9 3-4 


A 


Δαιδαλίδης: Aatdad[tdo], P2 [6 

Δειραδιώτης: [Δει]ραδι, P25 66 

Δεκελεεύς: Aexe, P26 237, 242; Δεκελεε, P30 [12], 
[17]; [Δ](ε)κελέως, H116 4 

Διάκριος: A[vaxpiov], H41 1-2 


E 


E[---], L6 73 

E[---], L6 12 

Eipeotdns, P4 5; Eipeot, P20 76 

Eireatos: Eire, P26 274, 279 

᾿Ελευσίνιος, P53 34; Ἔλευ, P26 157, 512; ᾿Ελευσί, PY 
37; P27 87; P29 23; ᾽Ελευσίν, P30 28; [᾿ Ελευσινίον)], 
H42 7-8, comm.; ’ EXev[---], P18 43 

᾿Επικηφίσιος: ᾿Ἔπικ, L6 79; ᾿Επι[κηφ}], L6 80-81; 
᾿Επικηφί, L4 a 78-79 

Epex Onis: ᾿Ερεχθείδος, P5 81; P38 10 

᾿Ἐρικεεύς: ’ Epex, P26 570 

“Eppecos: ‘Epp, P26 449, 452; “Eppe[e], P19 2 

᾿Ερχιεύς, P5 2; [᾿ΕἸρχι[εύς], L8 11, comm.; Ἔρχι, PY 
32; L6 97; Ἔρχιε, L6 95; ᾿Ερχι[έως], H129 2; 
Ἔρχι[----]͵ P20 24 

᾿Ετεοβουτάδης: ’Ereo[Bovradév], H23 2; [᾿ EreoBov- 
radov|, H24 2 

Evepytins: Εὐεργιδῶν, H20 3-4 

Εὐπυρίδης: Εὐπυ, P52 17 

Εὐωνυμεύς, P2 g 10-11; P42 [4]; Edw, P26 247, 296, 
501, 504, 520; L6 67, 89; Edw», P26 232, 233, [290], 
517; Εὐωνυ, P5 54; P9 [15], 16, [24]; P20 85; P27 21; 
P29 20; Εὐωνυμ, P23 [4]; Εὐωνυμεῖ, H114 B 5; 
Evwvv(yet), H114 A 5; Εὐωνυμί------Ἰ, P26 9; P32 
12-13; Edw[-——], P6 20; P13 75 


© 


Onpaxevs: Θημακ, P28 [14], 16, 18; [(Θημα]κέως, H80 
3-4, comm. 

Θορίκιος, P4 6, 40; P16 [12], [13]; P34 3, 5, 7; Oopi, P10 
8; P26 240; Oopix, P27 [82], 100; Θορίκι, P14 35; P19 
26; P29 [17], 46; P35 10; Θορικίων, P5 56; Θορικ[(ον], 
H42 3-4; [Θ]ορικίο[ις], P18 95; Θορί-----Ἰ, P40 13; 
Oo|pixt--- ], P13 51; Oo[pix---], P29 49 
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Opaté: Opaxes, L16 4 

Θριάσιος, P34 [9]; Θριασ, P13 14; [Θρ]ιάσι, 1,48 3; 
Θρι[ασίωι], H115 4 

Θυμαιτάδης, P17 [12]; Θυμαιτά, P24 2 

Ovpairis: Θυμαι[τίδος], H131 4 


] 


“Ἰπποθωντίς: [ῃιππο]θοντίς], H42 5-6; “Ἰπποθωντί- 
δος, Ρ5 40 

᾿Ιφιστιάδης, P5 3-4 

᾿Ἰωνίδης, P59, 16, 28, 32; ᾿Ιωνί, P5 20 


K 


K[---], L6 16 

Kexpomis: Kexpomtdos, P5 62-63; P26 228 

Kepapevs: Kepa, P32 9; ἐκ Kep, L9 83; ἐκ Κεραμέων, P2 
a, b, c 21, 22; Κεραμέων, H92 5-6 

Kegadevs: Kea, P26 244, 250; Κεφαλ, L6 68; 
Κεφαλῆ, P20 46; Κεφαλῆθ, P18 83; P28 [27]; 
Κεφαλῆθεν, P18 [8]; P56 3 

Κηδοί: ἐκ K, P26 463: ἐκ Kn, P26 531; P27 2 

Κήττιος: K[nr(reos?)], L671, comm. 

Κηφισιεύς: Κηφι[------Ἰ, L6 49-50 

Κικυννεύς: Κικυν, P13 47; P18 92; P28 [6-7], 7; P35 
4—[5], [8] 

Κοθωκίδης, P5 5-6 

KoAAvrevs, P21 [13-14]; L8 100; KoA, P26 459; KoAA, 
P38 12 

KoAwvevs: Κολωνῆ, P9 [30], 32; Κολων[ῆθεν], P53 53 

ἐκ KoAwvov, P9 [41], [43]; ἐκ KoA, P27 8; [ἐκ K2]oAa, 
L6 156; ἐκ Ko[Awy--—], P20 20-21 

Kozpetos: Kompet(os), P24 40; Kompet(ov), P2429 

Κρωπίδης: Κρωπ, P26 227; Κρωπί, P27 [65] 

Kvdaénvatevs: [Kvda?], L6 145; Κυδαθη, L6 15; [Kvda- 
θ]η, L6 8-9; Κυδαθ[ηναιεῖ], H128 3; [Κυδαθη]ναιέως, 
P53 7-8; Kuda6[--—], P26 381-382 

Kvdavridns: Κυδαν, P5 42, 58, 65; P28 24; Κυδ[α]ντίί], 
P28 26 

Κυθήρριος: Κυθ, P26 359, 361; Κυθήρ, P5 54; P9 28; 
Κυθή[ρρ], P24 6; Ku[@npp], P25 21; Kv6[---], 
P13 55 


A 


Λακιάδης, P5 4; P53 47; Λακ, L6 93; Aaxt, P5 36 

Λαμπτρεὺς, P4 4; P52; L4a 8; Aap, P26 162; Λαμπ, P5 
74; Λαμπτ, P10 [29]; Λαμπτρ, P27 28, 84, 100; 
Λαμπτρε, P27 38, 79-80; Λαμπτρέα, L13 39; 
[Λ]αμπίτρέως], H75 4 

Aevxovoevs: Aevxo[vo], L6 19; [Aevxovo?], L6 34 


Λεωντίς: Aewvridos, P5 76-77 
Aovorevs, P16 10; P42 [6] 


M 


Μαραθώνιος: Μαραθώνιο[ς], 1.9 48; [Μαραθώνιος], L7 
4; Mapaé, P19 19; P28 3; 1.9 13; [ΜαραΪ]θωνίωι, 
H95 4 

Μελιτεύς, P5 30; P17 [14], [20]; MeA, P26 230, 424; 
Μελι, P26 236, [273]; Μελιτ, P24 40; Μελιτέως], 
P53 33; [Me]Acret, H104 5, comm.; Μελιτεῖ, H124 3; 
Μελιτέων, P17 16; [Μελι]τέον, LA1 32; [Μ]ελιτεῦ- 
σ[ι], LA1 72; Me(At-—— ], P27 110 

Μυρρινούσιος: Μυρρινούσι[ος], 1.9 68; Μυρρινόσιος, 
L4 a 6, 7; Μυρ, P26 [357], 362, 465, 467, 468; Μυρρ, 
P26 463; Μυρρι, P29 30; Muppi[vo], L11 6; 
Mvp|--—], P26 372-373 


p— 
= 
jan 


ἘΞυπεταιών, P5 10; Ξυπε, P5 24; L6 159; Ξυπετα, P5 
21; Ξυπεται, P5 25-26; 


O 


"Oadev. See > Qaevs 

᾿Οῆθεν, P13 83; O70, P20 163; Οἰῆθ, P28 21 

Oivatos, L9 55; Oi, 110 16; Oiv, P26 499, 515, 517; 
Oivat, L6 107, 121; L9 [41], 46 

Oivnis: Oivetdos, P5 60 

ἐξ Οἴου, P2 [6 9], 10; P4 6, 11; P13 [45-46]; P28 37; ἐξ 
ΟΙΪΊ, L6 148 

᾿Οτρυνεύς: [᾿ Οτρυ]νεῦς, L8 140 


I] 


ΠΙ-----]18 52, 83 

Παιανιεύς, P5 3; Mata, L6 92, 140; L9 29; Mata[v], P18 
72; Παίιαν), P23 7; Παιανι, P13 [27-28], P19 7-(8]; 
P20 44, 45; P24 11; P25 20; P26 [165]; L10 43; 
Παιανιε, L9 37; [Π]αια[νι]ε[1], H113 4 

TlaAAnvevs: Παλλ, P26 212; Παλλη, P5 71; P9 9; P19 
[4]; Παλλίην), P23 8; [Ila]AAnve[t], H100 4-5; 
[Παλ]λεν[ἐον], H38 4-5 

Πειραιεύς, P5 4-5; L13 31; L9 [77]; Metp, P26 466; P27 
69; L6 102; Iletpar, P9 23; P27 89; L6 100-101; 1.9 
80; L10 [27]; [Iletpace], L9 75; Πειραέα, 1.13 39; 
Πειραιέα, 1,13 40; Πειραέας, L13 21-22, 23; 
Πειραέων, L13 24; Πειραεῦσι, L13 32 

Ilepyacevs: Περγα, P9 34; P18 79; Περγασῆθεν, P17 
[5]; P34 8 

Πήληξ, P5 78-79; L13 30; Πήληκα, L13 40 


232 EPIGRAPHICAL INDICES 


Πιθεύς, P5 47, 49, 58, 81; P20 [102]; Πιθ, P20 [63], [70]; 
P25 45; P26 210, [292], 293; P27 [70], [91]; Πιθε, P9 
29; P24 15; P25 42; P28 8; P29 [25], [28]; Πιθεῖ, H87 
4: Πιθε[------], P25 25 

Πλωθειεύς, P2 a, b,c 4 

Πόριος, P27 22; Πόρι, P13 70 

Ποτάμιος, P53 [45-46]; Ποτ, P26 496; Ποτάμι, P26 
[252], [259]; P27 24; [Ποτ]αμί, P14 27 

Πρασιεύς: [Πρ]ασι, L6 13-14 

Προβαλίσιος, P4 [4]; Πρ[οβαλίσιος3], 19 35-36, 
comm.; [IIpoBadiotlos?, L9 31, comm.; Προβ, 1.6 
113, 117, 118, 122; Προβαλί, 1.9 53 

Προσπάλτιος: Πρ[οσπάλτιος3}, L9 35-36, comm.; 
[Προσπάλτι]ος", L9 31, comm.; Προσπάλ, P9 15, 28; 
P25 47 


P 


“Ραμνούσιος, 1.8 90-91; “Paly], P26 529; L10 8; 
Ραμνο, L6 18; L9 15; LA8 [2]; ‘Papvootw|[t], H98 5 


x 


Σημαχίδης, P42 [3]; Σημαχίδου, 1.4 b 6-7 

Σίφνιος: Σίφνι, P13 [2]; P18 63; P25 10; Σιφνί, P29 [3] 

Σκαμβωνίδης, P3 8-9; [Σκ]α[μ]βοίνιδδ]ν, H37 1-2 

Lovvrevs: Lovy, P5 80; P26 107, 149, [172-173], 294, 
[328]; Σουνι, P5 46, 59-60, 70; P10 11; P13 [5-6], 9, 
17, 18, 30, [42]; P18 5, 7-[8], 62, 64, 74; P19 6; P20 
41-42, 43, [52], 67, [87], 105; P24 10, 24; P26 302; 
P29 6, 13; P52 [6]; L6 [24]; Σουνιῶς, P18 57; P25 28; 
Σουνιέως, L4 a 69; L4 b 7; Σουνιέων, L4 b 4; 
Σουνι[------Ἰ, P41 4; Lov[---], P6 9; ? in Lovm, 1.6 
[243] 

Στειριεύς: Στειριεῖ, Η98 4 

Συβρίδης, P35 8; Συβρί, P18 13; P27 [95] 

Συπαλήττιος: Συπίαλ), P27 37-38; L6 90; Συπαλή, 
P26 260, [266] 


Σφήττιος, P2 a, b, c 13,[18--19]; P13 34; P16 [16]; P21 
6, 7; Σφήτ, P5 65, 71; P26 430; L6 130; Σφήττι, P5 
42, 48; P9 13; P19T11; P25 40; P27 [21]; Σφετίτίον], 
H40 2; Σφηττίου, P2a, b, c 14; Σφί------],., P20 157 


Ai 


Τειθράσιος, P5 38; P39 8; Τειθρά, P39 5; Τειθρασίωι, 
P5 15 


Y 


“γβάδης, P3 6; L8 [97] 


Φ 


Φαληρεύς, P2 a, ὑ, c 6; P49 1; L12 [4]; Φαλη, P26 514: 
L6 65, [69-70]; Li1 [10]; Φαληρε, P27 30; 
Φαλη[ρέως], P2 a, b,c 7; Φαληρεῖ, H106 5 

Φηγαιεύς: Onya, P26 93; Φηγαι, P27 96; Φηγαιεῦσι, 
H99 5-6 

Φηγούσιος: Py[y]ova[tos], L10 3 

Φιλαίδης, L8 156; Φιλα, P19 [25]; Φιλαί------Ἰ, P28 9 

Φλυεύς, P4 [3]; Ave, L6 10 

Φρεάρριος, P5 3; pe, P26 290; Ppea, P26, 285; Φρεα, 
P9 38; P26 299; Φρεάρ, L14 14, [24]; Ppeapp, P20 18, 
[22]; Φρεάρρι, P10 13; P29 16-[17]; Φρεαρρί, P13 72, 
[76]; Φρεαρ(ρ)ίο, H81 4; Φρεαρ(ρίου), H82 3; 
[Pp ]eapp[tov], H41 4-5 

Φυλάσιος, P4 [5] 


x 


XoAapyevs: XoAap, L6 77 
Χολλείδης: Χολληίδης, P4 3 


Ω 


᾿Ωαεύς: "Ofadev], H118 4, comm.; "Οαἰθεν], Ρ9 41 


3. NAMES OF MINES 


Only mines named in the inscribed leases of the poletai are indexed here. Crosby’s index of mine names, Hesperia 19, 
1950, pp. 306-308, includes the names of those mines which occur on boundary or identification markers. Restorations 
are usually indicated only when most of the name is restored. 


A 


᾿Αγνοσιακόν, P5 50 

᾿Αθηναικόν, P13 79; P24 28; P32 2-3 
᾿Αθηναιικόν ᾿Αμφιτροπῆσι, P38 14, 15 
°’A. [Βήση]σιν, P13 71 

A(i]ytAtaxov Βήσησι, P27 4 


᾿Ακαμά(ζνγτιδ[ον], P18 87 
᾿Απολλωνιακόν, P21 17; P50 4 
"A. ["AvagAve rot, P26 268-269 
"A. [ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι] Bat.) Ardeiw[e], P6 12-14 
°’A. Βήσησι, P13 66-67 
"A. Ooprxot, P27 97-98 
Ἂ. ἐν Θρί------Ἰ, P50 2 
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᾿Αρτεμισιακόν, P5 51; P10 3; P20 136; P21 5; P26 “Ηρ[ωικ]όν, P24 9 
291-292, 341-342; P29 2, 20-21, 26; P35 3-4; P40 Ἢ. ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ, P26 275-276 
4-5; P43 1-2 Ἢ. ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι Βαμβιδέωι, P26 224 
"A. ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ, P26 281 Ἢ. named as boundary of a mine, P26 226, 288 
A. ἐπὶ EO[---], P11 3 “Ηφαιστιακόν, P18 9; P43 7 
"A. Ooptxot, P26 304; P27 70-71, 84-85, 89-90, [ Ηφαι]στιακ[ὁν], P15 14 
101; P28 5-6; P38 17 
°’A. ἐν Θορι[κῶι], P51 7 (-) 
"A. ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P26 309-310, 341-342 
A. ἐν [Naz ]nt, P29 8 Oco[---], P13 15 
Ἶ. ἐπὶ Lovviwt, P18 14; P20 64-65 Θεογνίδειον ἐπὶ Λαυρείωι, P5 61 
"A. named as a boundary of a mine, P26 205-206, Ocodo[~--], mine (?), P13 29 
287-288; P29 9; P38 29, 33 Θεοδόσιον ᾿Αἰμφιτροπ:], P27 66 
᾿Αρχηγέτειον, “A. Bnonow, P5 72-73 
"A. Θορικοῖ, P5 65-66 K 
’A. named as boundary of a mine, P5 75-76 
’Acdal..... Jo[y ἐϊν Μαρ[ωνείαι], P28 23-24 K[---], P13 35 
᾿Αφροδισιακόν, P13 42; P15 2, 12 K[---] mt Lo[vviwr], P13 6-8 
"A. [Bono lw, P27 34-35 Κεραμεικόν, P10 2 
"A. Θορικοῖ, P18 11 K. ἐπὶ Σουνίωι ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P5 77-78 
"A. ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P38 5, 6 Κεφάλαιον, named as boundary of a mine, P18 81 
Ἀ. ἐπὶ [------]. P33 2-3 Κιθ[α]ιρωνιακόν, P27 29 
ἾΑ. named as boundary of a mine, P28 34 Κτησιακὸν Βήσησιν, P21 9 
A A 
Δεξιακὸν ἐν Νάπει, P5 40-41 Λαβιακὸν Θορικοῖ, P28 15-16 
Δημητριακόν, P26 95, 261; P40 11 Λευκίππειον ἐπὶ Σουνίωι Βήσησι, P5 82-83 
Δ. Θορικοῖ, Ρ38 9 A. [Β]ήσ(ηγ)σι, P38 35, 36 
A. ἐν Naam, P5 57 
A. named as boundary of a mine, P38 3 N 
Δημοκηδεί------Ἰ, P18 22 
Διακὸν ἐπὶ Λαυρείωι, P5 42-43 Νυμφαικόν, P13 51-52; P18 80; P24 3; P39 9; ἄνω Ν. 
Διονυσιακόν, P15 10; P26 159 ἐπὶ Σουνίωι, P10 7 
A. named as boundary of a mine, P26 248 
Διοσκουρικὸν ᾿Αμφιτροπῆσιν, P26 253-254 I] 


Διφίλειον, P38 11 . 
ΠΙλ]ουτ[ω]ν[ιακον], P30 13 


Ε Ποσειδωνιακόν, P6 15-16; P13 3-4 
IT. ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ, P26 286-287 
Ε[.]ρωικὸν [Φρ]εαρροῖ, PY 36 I. Θορικοῖ, P27 93 ᾿ 
Ἕρμαικόν, P16 18; P29 38; P35 12; “Ἑρμαιικόν, P38 26, IT. Θορικοῖ ἐμ Φιλομηλιδῶν, P26 237-238 
27 Il. ἐν Naam, P5 47 
ς Ε. Q[---] P12 13 Il. ἐπὶ Σουνίωι, P38 51. 32 
E. ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P26 166-167 Προσί---] ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P26 326-327 
“E. ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι, P26 231, 245 Πυρρίειον: [IT]uppterov, P10 4 
Ἔ. ἐν Μαρωνέαι, Ῥό 59 Il. ἐπὶ Σουνίωι ἐν Νάπει, P5 63-64 
Εὐδότειον ἐπὶ Λαυρέωι, P26 219 
Εὐδώτειον, P14 21; P30 19 x 
7 Σημάχειον, name of mine or sanctuary, P26 221 
“Ηραικὸν Ooptxot, P29 18 T 


“Hpwixov: ᾿Ηρωϊικόν], P11 11; ‘Hp[wexdv], P13 21; Τεισιακόν, named as boundary of a mine, P26 226 
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Φ 


ΦΙ.... 2... ] Θορικοῖ, P29 13 

Φάνειον ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ, P26 297-298 
®iAnpov|——-—], name of person or mine, P26 167 
®p|---], name or location of mine, P20 16-17 
®vAax|—-—-—], name of person or mine, P32 16 


4. INDEX OF MONTHS, DEITIES, FESTIVALS, RELIGIOUS CLUBS 


A 


"AyAaupos: ᾿Αγλαύρο, L4a 12, 45 
’AOnva: ᾿Αθηνᾶς, L4 a 44; L7 [46]; L10 40; ᾿Αθεναίας, 
L2 3; ᾽᾿Αθηνᾶι, L4 a 88; L7 5, 18 
"A. ᾿Αγελαῖα: ᾿Αθηνᾶι ᾿Αγελάαι, L4 a 90 
["A. ᾿Ιτονεία: ᾿Αθ]εναίας [’ Ir]ovetas, H1 1-2 
"A. Nexy: Νίκης, L7 46; ᾿Αθηνᾶι τῆι Νίκηι, L7 48 
"A. Πολίας: ᾿Αθηνᾶς Πολιάδος, H21 3-4; 
[᾿Α]Ἰθηνᾶς Πολιάδος), L6 3; ᾿Αθε[ναίας 
Πολιάδος], H23 1; [᾿Αθεναίας Πολιάδος], Η241: 
[᾿Αθηνᾶι τῆι] Πολιάδι, 1,7 48 
"A. Σκιράς: Σκιράδος, L4 a 41; τῆς ᾿Αθηνάας τῆς 
Σκιράδος, L4 a 10; τῆς ᾿Αθηνᾶς τῆς Σκιράδος, 
L4 a 52; ᾿Αθηνᾶι Σκιράδι, L4 a 93 
Αἰαξ: Αἰαντι, P26 509; Αἴαντος, P26 524 
"Adel... ---]: τῶν “AAE[. . JA[---], L6 4 
᾿Αλκμήνη: ᾿Αλκμήνει, L4 a 85 
᾿Απατουρία: ᾿Απατουρίοις, L4 a 92 
᾿Απόλλων ἘΞανθός: ᾿Απόλλωνος Ξανθο, H10 3-6 
᾿Απόλλων Πατρώιος: [᾿Απ]όλ[λ]ωνος Πατρωιο, H11 
2-5; ᾿Απόλλωνι Πατρωιωι, L4 a 89 
Ἄρτεμις: ᾿Αρτέμιδι, L4 a 90; ᾿Αρτέμιδος, P26 383, 
[385-386]; P39 3 
"A. ᾿Αγροτέρα: ᾿Αρτέμιδος “A[y]p[o]re[pas], 1.6 
93-94; ᾿Αρτέμιδ[ος ᾿Αγροτέρας], L6 90-91; ᾽Αρ- 
τέμι[δο]ς ᾿Α[γρο]τέρας, L6 97 
Ἄ. Βραυρωνία: [᾿Αρτ]έμιδος Βραυρωνίας), 1.6 
168-169; [᾿Αρτ]έμι[δος Βραυρωνίας), 1,6 153 
comm.; [Αρτέμιδος Βραυ]ρωνίας, L6 164--165; 
[᾿Αρτέμιδος Βραυρωνίας], [(6 159 
᾿Ασκληπιός: ᾿Ασκληπιῶι, P26 488 


Β 


Βενδῖς: Βενδίδι, L16 3 

Βλαύτη: Βλαύ[της], H18 2 

Βοηδρομιών: Βοηδρομιῶνα, L4 a 66-67; Βοηδρομιῶνος, 
L4a 90 


1 


Γαμηλιών: [Γ]αμηλιῶνος, P18 77-78 


A 


Δηλόπτης: AnAonre(t], L16 3 

Δημήτηρ: [Δ)Ἰεμέτρο[ς], H4 1; Anulnrplos, H50 1-2, 
comm. 

A. ᾿Αζηαία: Δημήτρος ᾿Αζησίαϊς], H16 3-5 

Διόνυσος: Διονύσου, L13 4 

Δώδεκα Ocot: δώδεκα θεοῖς, L3 2 


Ε 


Εἰκαδεῖς: Εἰκαδέων, P26 384, 395 

“Ἑκατομβαιών: ᾿ Ἑκατομβαιῶνος, L4 a 88 

᾿Επιπυργίδιος: ᾿Επιπυργιδίωι, L4 a 86-87 

‘Enragvaai: ᾿Επταφυλῶν, LA a 4, 57, 75; L4 b 5, 
23-24, 26, 42-43 

Εὐρυσάκης: Εὐρυσάκος, L4 a 11, 34; Εὐρυσάκει, L4 a 
53, 88 


Ζ, 


Ζεὺς: [Διό]ς, Η15 3 
Ζ. ᾿Ελευθέριος: Διὸς ᾿Ε[λευθερίο)], H7 1 
Ζ. ἐξου: Διὸς ἐξου, H19 3-4 
Ζ. ᾿Ολύμπιος: Διὸς ᾿Ολυμπίου, 1.6 74, 77- [78], 
[81], 145; [Δι]ὸς [7 Ολυμ]πί[ο], H13 3-4 
Z. Pparptos: Au Φρατρίωι, L4 a 92 


H 


“Ηρακλῆς: Ἡρακλέος, L4 a 28-29, 44; L4 b 8; H131 
[3]; [he]oaxAeos, H6 2; ‘HpaxaAet, L3 [2]; L4 a 86 

Ἢ. ᾿Αλεξίκακος: ᾿Αλεξικάκου, P26 454 

Ἢ. Βησαιῶν, P27 12; [τὸ Βησαιῶν), P27 21-22 
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Μεταγειτνιών: Μεταγειτνιῶνος, P18 73; L4 a 89 
Μουνιχιὼών: Μουνιχιῶνος, P5 8; P24 44; L4 a 85; 
L4 b 2; H115 [2] 


Ἢ. ἐν Kuvooapye:: ‘HpaxAéous ἐν Κυνοσάργει, L6 
102; L14 [1], comm. 

Ἢ. ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι: τὸ ᾿Ηερακλέος τὸ ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι, L4 a 
10-11 

Ἢ. ἐπὶ Lovio: L4 a 94-95 N 

“Ἡράκλεια: Ηρακλείοις, L4 b 2 


“Hpws: ἥρωσι, L4 a 19-20 Neavias: Neaviov, L6 141 


Ἥ. ἐπὶ τῆι ἁλῆι: ἥρωι ἐπὶ τῆι ἁλῆι, LA a 37-38, 
53-54; ἥρωι ἐπὶ ret ἀλξι, L4 a 86 

Ἥ. ἐπ᾽ ᾿Αντισάραι: ἥρωι ἐπ᾽ ᾿Αντισάραι, L4 a 86 

Ἥ. ᾿Ἐπιπυργίδιος: ἥρωι ᾿Ἐπιπυργιδίωι, L4 a 
86-87 

Ἥ. Navoeipos: ἥρωι Navoeipwt, L4a 91 

Ἥ. Neavias: παρὰ [ro ἡρῶιον τοῦ] Neaviov, L6 
140-141 

Ἥ. Τεύκρος: ἥρωι Τεύκρωι, 1.4 ἃ 91 

Ἥ. Φαίαξ: ἥρωι Φαίακι, 1.4 ἃ 91 


Θ 


Θαργηλιών: Θαργηλιῶνος], PA8 7 
Θησεύς: Θησεῖ, P26 479-480; L4 a 92 


| 


᾿Ιόλαος: ᾿Ιολέωι, L4 a 85 
Ἴων: "Iwv (te), [4 ἃ 87 


K 


Κηφισός: Κηφισῦ, H9 2 
Kovporpodos: [Kovporpodov], H18 3; Κοροτρόφο, 
L4a 12, 45-46; Κουροτρόφωι, L4 a 85 


A 


Anta: Anrot, L4 a 89 


M 


Mata: Maiat, L4 a 86 
Μαιμακτηριών: Μαιμακτηριῶνος, L4 a 93 
Medovridat: Μεδοντιδῶν, P5 17-18 


Navoetpos: Ναυσείρωι, L4 a 91 


O 


᾽Οινεύς: ’ Owews, H70 2 (cf. Index 1) 


I 


Παναθηναῖα: [Παν]αθηναίων τῶν μικρῶν, L7 19; 
Παναθηναίοις, 14. 4 88; [Παναθηναίοις τοῖς 
μ]ικροῖς, L7 5-6 

Tlavdpocos: Πανδρόσο, L4 a 12, 45 

Ποσειδὼν “Ἱπποδρόμιος: Ποσειδῶνι “Ἰπποδρο- 
μίωι, 14. a 90-91 

Πυανοψιών: Πυανοψιῶνος, P26 [364]; P40 [7]; 
[4492 

Πυθαίς, H34 3-4 


Σ 


Σαλαμίνιος: Σαλαμίνιοι οἱ ἐκ τῶν ᾿Επταφυλῶν, 
LA a passim; LA Ὁ passim; Σαλαμίνιοι ot ἀπὸ 
Lovio, L4 a passim; LA b passim 

Σκῖρος: Σκίρωι, L4a 93 

Σκιροφοριών: Σκιροφοριῶνος, P26 [460]; P53 44 


T 


Τεύκρος: Tevxpwt, L4a 91 
Τριτοπατρῆς: Τριτοπατρέων, H20 2-3 


Φ 


Φαίαξ: Φαίακι, L4a 91 
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5. INDEX OF GEOGRAPHICAL NAMES 


Demes are included here when it is clear from the text that a location is involved, not an individual’s origins. 


A 


᾿Αγκυλή: [᾿Αγκ]υλῆσι, L6 76, 94, comm. 

᾿Αγορά: For the Agora of Athens, see Index 6, s.v. dyopa 
H25-H28 

Ayp[---], L12 12 

Ἄγραι: [ἐν Ἄγραις], L6 68 

᾿Αγρυλή: ᾿Αγρυλῆσιν, P2 d 3; Ρ52 5; [[Αγρ]υλῆσιϑ, L6 
76, 94, comm. 

Αἰγαλή: Αἰγαλ[έθεν)], L2 9 

᾿Αλωπεκή: ᾿Αλωπεκῆσι, P5 10, 19, 27; 16 [71]; [ἐν 
Ἄ]λω, L6 139 

᾿Αμφιτροπή: ᾿Αμφιτροπῆσιν, P14 [23]; P19 [17]; P26 
[253], 358; P27 [45], [49], 61-62; ᾿Αμφιτροπί(ῆσιν) or 
᾿Αμφιτροπ(ῆθεν), P20 78; P27 45-46 

’Avaxetov: “Avaxio, H5 1 

᾿Ανάφλυστος: ᾿Αναφλυστοῖ, P9 [9]; P18 74-75; P25 
37; P26 [266], [268]-269, 275, [280], 287, 298; εἰς 
᾿Ανάφλυστον, P15 4; P30 15 

᾿Αντίσαρα: ἐπ᾽ ᾿Αντισάραι, L4 a 86 

᾿Αραφῆν: ᾿Αραφηνῆ σ]ι[ν], LA5 13 

᾿Αρτεμίσιον: τὸ °A. τὸ é[y---], P13 73-74; ὑπ’ 
᾿Αρτεμισίίωι], P26 382-383 

Αὐλῶν: ἐν Αὐλ[ῶνι), P6 8; ἐξ At[A@vos], P15 7; εἰς 
Αὐλῶνα, P21 4 

᾿Αφίδνα: ᾿Αφίδνησι, P26 500 


B 


Βαμβίδειος: 6 Βαμβίδειος λόφος, PY 22; ὃ λόφος ὁ 
Βαμβίδειος, Ρ9 42: ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι Βαμβιδέωι, P26 
224: [ἐν τῶι λόφωι τῶι] Βα{μ) βιδείω[ι], P6 13-14; ἐν 
τῶι λόφωι τῶι Β]αμβιδεί[ωι], P13 85 

Βῆσα: Βήσαζε, P10 24; P11 8; P14 26; Ρ18 [70]; P21 11; 
P26 258; P27 15, 64, 68, 104; P35 6; Βήσησι(ν), P5 
73, 82-83; P9 [5]; P13 66, [71]; P18 [19]; P21 [9]; P25 
18, [29], [33]; P27 4, [6], 14, 23, [34]; P38 35; Bron, 
P26 487 

Βοιωτία: ὁ[δὸ]ν [εἰ]ς τὴν Βοιωτί[αν], L8 142 


A 


Δαιδάλειον, P5 11, 12, 21-22 

Δελφοί: és Δελφός, H34 4-5 

Διονύσιον: eis τὸ Διονύσιον, P29 15; παρὰ τὸ 
Διονύσιον, L6 78 


Ε 


Εἰλειθυεῖον: παρὰ τὸ [᾿ Πλ[ει]θυεῖον, L6 98 

᾿Επικηφισία: [ἐν ᾿ Ἐπι]κηφισίίαι}], L10 19-20 

᾿Ερετρία: [ἐν ᾿Ερε]τρίαι, L2 9; ἐν ᾿Ἐρε[τρίαι], L2 14 

“Ἑρμαῖον: ᾿Ἑρμαίου [τοῦ] Λευκοπυρ[α]ίου, L8 96 

“Eppns: ἐν Ἕρμει, L6 66 

“Εστιαῖα: [ἐν ᾿ Ἐσ]τιαίαι, L2 6 

Εὐρυσακεῖον: ἐν Εὐρυσακείωι, L4 a 36; ἐν τῶι Εὐρυσα- 
κείωι, L4 a 84--85 


Η 


Ἡράκλειον: [Ηράκ]λειον τοῦ ᾿Αλεξικάκου, P26 
453-454; [Ἡρ]άκλειον τὸ Βησαιῶν, P27 12; 
“HpaxAlecov τὸ Βησαιῶν), P27 21-22; ἐφ᾽ 
᾿Ηρακλείωι τῶι ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι, 1.4 a 16-17; ἐφ᾽ 
“Ηρακλίείωι éz|t Lovio, 1.4. a 94-95 

[Η]ρῶιον, P32 5; παρὰ [ro ἡρῶιον τοῦ] Neaviov, L6 
140-141 


Θ 


Oada[---]: παρὰ ΘΑΛΑΙ-----, L11 4 

Θαλινοί- ----], location of a mine or name of a person, 
P29 6 

Oca[~~-- ]: Θεαί------], L14 10 

Θησεῖον: [παρ]ὰ τῶι Θησείωι, L3 11 

Oop|---]: Θορί-----͵, LA6 2; [Θ]ορ[------}, LA6 6 

Θορικός: Θορικοῖ, P5 65; ΡΒ [4]; Ρ9 17; P18 11, 86; P26 
213, 237-238, 302, (304|-305; P27 70, 85, 93, 96, 101; 
P28 [6], 15; P29 13, 18; P38 9, 17; [ἀπὸ] Θορικοῦ, 
P18, 90, 91; εἰς Oopexov, P29 14, [54]; P34 2; ἐκ 
Ooptxov, P18 [52]; P26 215, 234; P28 [17]; ev 
Θορι[κῶι), P51 7 

Op[--—]: ἐν Op[---], P50 2 

Θράσυμος: ἐπὶ Θράσυμον, P11 [10]; P13 [10]; P18 [53], 
[89-90]: P26 [155], [215-216], 235, 278, 283-284, 
295, [308], 341; P27 103; ἀπὸ Θρασύμου, P13 [31], 
33; ἐπὶ Θρασύμωι, P5 77; P6 9-10; P9 11; P14 [5]; 
P18 55; P22 6; P26 165, [166-167], 169-170, 174, 
309-310, (313]-314, [319-320], [325]-326, 334, [343], 
348; P32 23; P37 [2]; P38 5; P41 5 

Opta: Opiar, P26 532; L6 35, 38 

Θριαί------]: ἐπὶ τῆι Θριαί------Ἰ, P2 g 6-7 

Θρο------Ἰ: ἐν Θροί------Ἰ, LA7 3 
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I 


“Ἱλισσός: [ἐ]φ᾽ ᾿Ιλισ[ῶι], L6 69 


K 


Κεραμεικός: Κεραμεικῦ, H30 2; [K Je[papecxod], H31 A 1; 
Κερ[αμεικοῦ], H31 B 1; ev [Κεραμεικῶώ]ι, L7 51 

Κερκέων: τὰ Κερκέων ἐδάφη, P26 293 

Κηφισία: [ἐγ Κ]ηφισίίαι], L6 154-155 

Κοίλης: ἐν Κοίληι, L4 a 17; ἐν Κοίλει, L4 Ὁ 37 

Κολλυτός: ἐν Κολλυτῶι, L6 97-98; ἐγ Κολλυτ, P14 34 

Κυδαθηναῖον: [ἐ]ϊν Κυδαθηναίωι, L6 4, 7 

Κυνόσαργης: ἐν Κυνοσάργει, L6 102; [ἐν Κυνοσάρ- 
yew?], L14 1, comm.; ἐν Kuvoo[apyet?], L14 12 


A 


Λαύρειον (Aavprov): ἐπὶ Λαύρειον, P10 27; P13 48-49; 
P18 [52]; P26 220-221, 234; P27 98; P29 40; ἀπὸ 
Aavpetov, P19 22; P20 75; P25 75; P26 [155], [156], 
235, 295; P38 21; P51 8, 9; ἐπὶ Λαυρείωι, P5 42-43, 
52-53, 61; P26 219, 230, 231, 245, [330-331] 

AEYKOOION, P26 301 

Λευκοπύρα: Λευκοπί[ύρ]α, L8 95; Λευκοπυρ[α]ίου, L8 96 

Λῆμνος: és Λῆμ[νον], L3 48; ἐγ Λήμνο, L3 15, 40; ἐγ 
Λήμν[ω]ι, L3 5; ἐγ Λήμν[ωι], L3 7; ἐν Ajpvole], P4 7; 
ἐν Λήμ[νωι)], L3 50; ἐν [Λήμνωι], L3 4 


M 


Mapaéirn: ἐμ Μαραθιτη,------], P18 66 

Mapwveta: ΜΙ[α]ρ[ὠν]αζε, P13 31; εἰς Μαρωνεῖ[αν], P18 
91; [ἀπὸ Malpwveiov, P24 18; ἐν Mapwvea, P5 59; 
P6 [17]; P28 23. [24] 

Μελίτη: ἐμ Μελίτηι], P17 21 

Μεσοκωμαί: ἐγ Mecoxwpal[v], L6 119 

Μητρώιον: [M]nrpao, H14 2 

Movmyta: Μουνιχιάζε, 1,9 69, [86]; ὑπὸ Μουνιχίαι, 
P26 464-465 

Muppwvovrns: ἐγ Muppet, L14 15 


N 


Νάπη: ἐν Νάπηι (Νάπει), P5 41, 47, 57, 63, 67, 79; P29 
[8] 
Νυμφαῖον: [N]uvdalijo, H3 1-2 


O 


᾿᾽Ομφαλία: ἐν ᾿Ομφαλίαι, P4 8; [᾿ΟἸμφαλ[ί]ας τῆς 
ἄνω, P47 

᾽Ορωβία: ᾿Οροβίασι, L2 6 

II 

Πάγγαιον: ἐμ Παγγαίωι, P6 [17]-18; P27 6, 7 

Παναιτι[ί------],. L2 6 

Πάνορμος: εἰς Πάνορμον, P24 19; P25 26 

Tletpacevs: ἐμ II, P26 478; ἐμ Πειραιεῖ, P26 464, 
[483-484]: L6 134 

Πεταλίδαι: ἐν Πεταλιδῶν, P26 500 

Πορθμός: ἐπὶ Πορθμῶι, L4 a 85 

Ποσειδεῖον: ἐμ Π[οσιδείοι], L2 10, 24 


Σ 


Σαλαμῖς: ἐς Σαλαμίϊνα), L3 34: ἐξ Σαλαϊἰμῖνος-], P2 d 8; 
ἐν Σαλαμῖνι, P2 d 10; L6 136-137 

Lidepros: ὁ λόφος ὃ Lidepros, P26 241 

Σκιράς: és Σκιράδος, L4 a 41 

Σκοπιά: ἐπὶ Σκοπιᾶι, P5 41 

Σούνιον: ἐπὶ Σούνιον, P13 33-[34]; P18 [64]-65; P26 
[148]; ἀπὸ Σουνίο (Lovto), L4a 4, 70; L4 b 20, 31, 40; 
[ἐπὶὶ Lovto, L4 a 95; ἐπὶ Σουνίωι, P5 44-45, 63, 77, 
79, 82; P7 4-5; P10 7; P13 [6-7]; P18 14; P20 [64] 
[86]; P24 16; P26 12-13, 14, 208-[209]; P38 31, [40] 


Y 


“Ὑποτραγῶν, P39 7; ἐκ “Ὑποτραγώνος, P26 220 


Φ 


Φαληρόν: Φαληροῖ, L11 9; Φαληρίοἱ], L6 160 
Φιλαίδαι: ἐμ Φιλα[ιδῶν], L6 165 

Φιλομηλιδῶν: ἐμ Φιλομηλιδῶν, P26 238; P29 43 
®p(---], name or location of a mine, P20 16 
Φρεάρριος: [Φρ]εαρροῖ, PY 36 


xX 


Χαλκίς: ἐν XaA[xtde], L2 22; ἐν XalAxi&], L2 11; [ἐν 
Χαλκί]δι, L2 3 


Ω 


᾿Ωρωπός: ἐν ᾿Ωρ]ω[πῶι], L8 10 
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6. INDEX OF SIGNIFICANT GREEK WORDS 


A 


ἄγαλμα: dyaAplara], P54 5 

ἀγορά, P9 31; ἀγοράν, P9 40; P26 [454]; P32 [6-7], 
[7-8]; L4 a 17; L4 Ὁ 36-37; ἀγορᾶς, H25 1; H26 1; 
H27 1; H28 1; L6 5; ἀγορᾶι, L13 27 

ἀγριός: ἀγρι[------Ἰ,1.8 147 

ἀγρός: ἀγρ[ός (or ot?)], L12 11 

ἄγω: ἄγουσα, P29 50 

αἱμασιά L4 b 12 

αἴξ: αἶγα, L4a 85 

aipew: αἱρεῖσθαι, L13 23; αἱρεθέντες, L4 a 81; aipe- 
θέντων, L4 Ὁ 5-6 

ἀκολουθέω: [ἀκόλο]υθοιῦ, LA1 92; ἀκολο[ὑθοισι], 
LA!1 10 

ἀκρόπολις: ἀκροπόλει, P26 [433-434], 495, 505, 509; 
L3 [29] 

adn: GAnv, 1.4 b 36; ad{A}nv, 1.4 a 17; Gre, L4 a 86; 
Edi, LA a 38, 54 

ἁλίσκομαι: ἁλόντος, P5 13; P20 128-129 

ἅλως: ἅλω, L4 b 18-19, 23 

ἁμαξικός: ἁμαξική, P5 55-56 

ἅμιλλος: ἁμίλλο, L4a 61 

ἄμπελος: [ἀμπέλο]υ, P4 [8-9]; ἀμ[π]έλ[ων], L8 [114] 

ἀμφισβητέω: ἀμφισβητεῖ, P5 26; 1.8 [91]; ἀμφισ Byrne, 
P26 425.426; ἠνφεσβήτει, 1,8 [99].-100, [103], 
132-133, 140; ἀμφισβητῶν, P47 2; L3 23, [27] 

ἄμφοδον, P53 49 

ἀναγράφω: ἀναγράψαι, L4 a 50-51; L13 25 

ἀνάκρισις: ἀνάκρισιν, L3 25 

ἀναλίσκω: ἀναλίσκειν, L4a 94 

ἀνάλωμα: ἀναλώματα, L13 22; ἀναλώμασιν, L4 b 
20-21 

ἀναμφισβήτητος: ἀνανφισβήτητος, 1.8 [134], [135], 
[136]; ἀνανφι[σ]β[ἡτ]ητο[ν]Ἱ, L8 147; ἀνανφι[σ]βήτη- 
τα, L8 145 

ἀνασάξιμον, passim, P; ἀνασάξιμα, P38 13 

ἀνατολή: ἀνατολάς, L4 Ὁ 30, 39 

ἀνδράποδον: [ἀνδραἸπόδ[ων), H125 4-5 

ἄνειμι: ἀνιόντος (variously abbreviated and restored), 
passim, P; L8 [110-111]; LA7 5, comm. 

ἄνετος: ἄνετομ, L4 b 9 

ἀνέχω: ἀνέχοντος, L4 b 13 

ἀνήρ: ἄνδρας, L13 24 

ἀνίημι: [ἀνειμένη], H18 4 

ἀνοικοδομέω: [ἀνοι]κοδομηϊμέν]ων, H125 3-4 

ἀντίγραφον: ἀντίγραφα, L13 25-26 

ἄντρον, P28 19 

ἀξία, P5 14; P26 [569] 

ἀπάγω: ἀπάγηι, L3 6 


ἄπειμι: ἀπίτω, L137 

ἀπογραφή: ἀπογραφήν, P5 39; P26 530-531; P53 [31]; 
L3 6 

ἀπογράφω: ἀπέγραψαν, P2 [e 8]; P17 [25]; ἀπέγραψεν, 
ΡΖ α, ὁ, c [6], 13, 4 [1], 9, e [9], f[4], 2 13,11; P47, 40; 
P5 9, 20, 27, 31-32; P17 20, [31]; P24 46; P26 
463-464, [498]-499, 562; P47 6; P53 21-[22]; PAQ 4: 
LA2 [3]; LA5 10; ἀπογράψαι], L13 12; ἀπεγράψατο, 
passim, P; dmeypawavro, P26 227; ἀπογεγραμμέ- 
νης], L3 [7] 

ἀποδέκτης: ἀποδέκται, L7 [19-20] 

ἀποδίδωμι: ἀποδιδόναι, L4 a 28; L5 [20]; ἀποδιδόντα, 
L4 a 60; [ἀ]ποδοῖῦ, LA1 11-12; [ἀἸϊποδόσθαι, L3 47; 
a706|---], L1 14; ἀπέδοτο, H67 2; ἀπέδοντο, P2 a, 
b, c 3; P5 6; P40 2; ἀπέδωκεν, P26 558; ἀποδέδωκεν, 
P26 508; ἀποδοίη, P26 526; ἀποδομένο, P5 23; 
ἀποδόντος, P26 521-522 

ἀποτίμημα (various forms variously preserved and 
restored): H73-75; H77-79; H82; H116; H117; 
H118, comm.; H122; H123 

ἀποτιμάω: ἀπο[τιϊμημένο, H83 2-3; [ἀπ]οτ[ετ][μ]η- 
μένης, H81 1-2 

ἄπρατος: ἄπρατον, L8 142; ἀπράτων, L8 184 

ἀραβών: [ἀραβ]ῶνα, H124 5 

ἀργέω: ἠργηκός, P13 80 

apyos, L8 102 

ἀργύριον, P26 508, 522, 524, [526]; P48 11; L4 a 83, 95, 
96; L13 10; ἀργυρίου, P5 34; P26 510 

ἀρετή: ἀρετῆς, L13 36 

ἀριστερός: [ἀριστ]εράν, L6 115; ἀριστερ[ᾶ]ι, L6 124 

ἄρουρα: ἄρουραν, 1.4 Ὁ 44 

ἄρτος: ἄρτον, L4 a 43-44, 44-45, 45, 46 (bis); ἄρτος, 
L4a 41 

ἀρχαῖος: ἀρχαίο, L4 Ὁ 25, 30-31, 39, 42 

ἄρχω: ἄρχει, L13 8; L15 3; [ἄρχει], 1.1 5; [ἄρχει], L5 
17, comm.; [ἦρχε], L3 [1]; ἄρχεται (variously pre- 
served and restored), H36; H38; H41; H42 

ἄρχων, L4 a 95; L13 9; ἄρχοντα, L3 [32]; L4 a 47, 57, 
82; ἄρχοντος (variously preserved and restored), H78; 
H79; H84; H105; H115-H117; P2 a, b, c [3]; P41; P5 
1; P18 17-18, 84-85; P19 1; P20 [7], [130]; P26 243, 
[250-251], [418-419], 471-472, 511; Ῥ48 5, [10], 14; 
P52 3, 7, [12], [15]; P56 4; L3 5; L4.a 2, 56, 67, 69-70, 
74; L4 b 1-2; L6 [2]; L7 2; LA1 [2]; Gpxo(vros), P26 
229-230; P27 [20], [61], 67, [76]; ἄρχοντες, P4 1; P53 
[4]; L4 a 83 

ἀστικός: ἀστική, P10 24; P26 283; ἀστ[ικήν], L6 123 

ἄστιος: ἀστία, P4 12, [42]; P26 466-467 

ἀτθίς: [’A]r@i[dov], LA1 30-31 

ἀτίμητος: ἀτίμητα, P42 2 
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ἀτραπός, P16 14 

αὐλῶν: αὐλῶνα], L8 82; [αὐλῶνα], L8 79 

ἀφαιρέω: ἀφαιρεῖσθαι, L4 a 43; ἀφελόντας, L4 a 42 
ἀφίημι: ἀφεῖσθαι, LA a 65-66 

ἀφικνέομαι: [ἀφικ]νομένων, L3 35 

ἀφόρισμα: ἀφορίσματα, L3 18 


B 


βαδίζω: βαδίσοντι, L6 [122]-123; L9 56 

βαλανεῖον: βαλανέον, L10 42 

βορρᾶθεν (variously abbreviated and restored), passim, 
P: L4 b 12; L8 116; LA4 [2] 

βουλευτήριον: [βουλε]υτηρίωι, P53 44 

βουλή, P4 2; L16 4; [βουλῆς], L7 13; βολῆς, L3 10; 
[βολῆι], L3 1; [β]ολέι, LA1 1 

βούλομαι: Bo[v]Awvt[at], L13 2; βολόϊμενον), LA1 58; 
βουλομένωι, LA a 97 

βοῦς: βοῦν, L4 a 86; Boos, L4 a 33; βοῦς, L7 45; βοῶν, 
L7 47, [49] 

βοωνέω: βοωνήσαντες, L7 43 

βοώνης: Bowvwy, L7 44 

βωμός: βωμόν, L4 a 93; L6 [124]; βωμοῦ, 1.9 56; L6 [47] 
comm., [122?]; βωμῶι, L7 45; βωμοί, L4 b 9 


r 


γείτων (variously abbreviated and restored), passim, P; 
L2 [7], 13, 15, 20; LA4 [2]: LA5 [6]; LA7 [5] 

γειτονία, L8 181 

γένος: γένους, LA Ὁ 36; γένει, H23 [2]; H24 [2]; L4 a 96; 
γένη, LA b 3; γένων, L4 b 18, 38 

γέρας: γέρα, L4 a 28 

yewpyew: [y]lewpyet, PAS 3 

γῆ: γῆν, L3 33; L4 a 16, 58; γῆς, L3 [7], 23; L4a 84, 94; 
LA8 1, 5, [7], 8; yes, 1.1 7; γῆι, L13 4 

γίγνομαι: γίγνεται, L4 a 22; γίγνητα[ι), L4 a 81; 
ἐγένετ[ο], L3 5; γένηται, L7 [6-7], 16; [yeyou---], 
LA1 128 

γιγνώσκω: ἔγνωσαν, L4a5 

γράμμα: [γρ]άμματα, L1 3 

γραμματεῖον: γραμματεῖα, L4 ἃ 57-58 

γραμματεύς, ΡΑΒ [5], [6]; γραμμα[τέα], Ρ55 5 

γραμματεύω: ἐγραμμάτευε(ν), P2 a, b,c 4; P5 6; L3 [1] 

γράφω: γεγραμμένα, L4 a 28 

yons, L6 [124?], [127-128]; L9 23, 34, 58, 61; γύου, H23 
1; H24 [1]; γύα, L9 27, [45?], 49; γύαιν, L9 52; γύαι, 
L2 4 

γυνή: γυναῖκα, P5 29; γυναικός, P5 68, 69 


A 


δανειστής: δαν(ειστής), P26 426 
dapros: dapré, L4 a 32 


δειπνοφόρος: δειπνοφόρος, L4 a 49; δειπνοφόρων, 1.4 ἃ 
21-22 

δέκα, H67 5; L4 a 88; L5 [5?], comm.; L7 8, [9] 

δεξιός: δεξιᾶς, 1.9 [33-34], 65, [69], [78], [86]; δεξιᾶι, LE 
131 

δέομαι: δέηι, L4 a 54; δεόμενα, L13 22 

δέρμα, LA a 32, 33, 38; δέρματος, L4 a 36; δερμάτων, 
L4a 63 

δεύτερος, LY [57]; δεύτερον, L6 105; L10 [9?], comm.; 
1,14 [3]; δευτέρα, L6 9, [84?] 

δήμαρχος: δήμαρχον, L13 25; LA1 [32]; δημάρχωι, L13 
14; δήμαρχοι, P2 [6 8]; P17 [25] 

δημεύω: δεδημε[υμένων)], L3 14; [δημ]ευθῆι, L3 7 

δῆμος, L16 [4-5]; δήμου, 1.7 4; δήμωι, H92 4; L3 1], [3] 
4; L7 50 

δημόσιος: δημοσία, P17 [15]; P26 [369-370]; δημοσίαν, 
P5 10-11; δημόσιον, P17 22; LA1 [131]; δημοσίο, 
H29 [2]; L4 a 20-21; δημοσίωι, P24 39; P26 432- 
[433], 469, 504, 527-528, [570]-571; L3 16, 21; 
δημόσια, P26 [398]; δημοσίων, P26 [455] 

δημότης: δημόται, 1,13 11, [15]; δημότας, L13 9-10, 33, 
37; δημότων, L13 27; [δημότΊ]αις, L13 19 

διαβαδίζω: διαβάς], L8 79, 82 

διαιτητής: διαιτηταί, L4 a 3, 5-6 

διαλλαγή: διαλλαγαί, L4 a 83 

διαλλακτής: διαλλακταί, L4 a 81 

διαλλάττω: διήλλαξαν, L4 a 3, 81 

διαλύτης: διαλύτων, L4 Ὁ 6 

διαλύω: διελύσαντο, L4 Ὁ 3 

δίδωμι: δίδωσιν, L4 a 87; [διδόντι], L7 10; διδόντας, L13 
10; δεδώκασι(ν), L13 11, [15] 

διεξέρχομαι: διεξ[έλθηι], Η124 8-9 

δικαιοσύνη: δικαιοσύνης, L13 36-37 

δικαστήριον, P24 44-[45]; P26 [365], 461; L3 26; 
δικαστηρίωι, P26 460 

δικαστής: δικαστῶν], P52 11 

δίκη, L3 25; [δ]ίκαις, L3 24 

δικληρία: δικληρίαν, L7 9 

διχαστός: διχαστήν, L4 a 18 

διώρυγμα, L6 [142], comm. 

δοκέω: [δοκῆι], L3 3; ἔδοξεν (variously abbreviated and 
restored), P5 25, 29-30, 34-35; P26 [528]; P31 3; L3 
[1]; L8 [18], comm.; LA1 [1], [72]; δεδόχθαι, L3 [4]; L7 
7; L8 [3]-4 

δοῦλος: δόλος, LA1 60 

δραχμή: δραχμάς, P5 19-20, 29, 33; P26 419-(420], 
474, 477, 482-483, 505, 570; L4 a 29, 30, 34-35, 35, 
36; δραχμῆς, P26 [487]; δραχμῶν, P5 15; L5 [6], 
comm.; L8 138; LA1 [98]; δραχί(μῶν), 1.8 138; 
δραχίμ------Ἰ, LA1 61; δρα[χμ----], LA1 91; dpalx. ], 
L8 174 

δρυμός: δρυμ[ός], L8 173 

δύο, LA1 35, [87]; L9 [39], comm., [44-45]; δυοῖν, L7 16 
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δυσμή: δυσμάς, L4 b 41 
δύω: δυομένου (variously abbreviated and restored), 
passim, P; L4 Ὁ 15; LA7 [5], comm. 


Ε 


ἕβδομος: (ἕβδομον), LY 73, comm.; ἑβδόμει, L4 a 89 

ἐγγράφω: ἐγγράψαι, L4 a 82 

ἐγγυάω: ἐνεγύη[σε], H124 4; ἐνεγυήσατο, P26 469- 
470, 477-478, 486; ἐγγυ(ηθείς), P2 a, ὁ, c 11, [19], d 
[6], 14, 20, e [4], g 11, A [8-9]; [ἡγ]γυήσατο, 493-494 

ἐγγύη (ἐνγύη): ἐγγύας, P26 [493]; ἐγγύην, P26 469, 
474, 477, 483, [485-486] 

ἐγγυητῆς (variously abbreviated), passim, L 

ἔδαφος: €6[ad]os, L8 107; ἐδάφη, P9 [6], 27, [35]; P16 7; 
P18 57; P26 [282-283], 293, [360-361], 361, 362; P27 
63, [98]; P34 11; P38 37, 38; P42 [1]; L8 [10]; ἐδάφε- 
σιν, passim, P 

ἕδρα: [ἕδραν], L7 14 

εἶμι: ἰόντι, L9 32, 69, 87 

εἷς: ἕνα, L3 27; μίαν, L7 46; μιᾶς, L7 [42-43], 49 

εἰσαγγελία: εἰσαγγελίαν, P26 458 

εἰσαγγέλλω: εἰσήγγειλεν], P26 458; [εἰσήγ]γειλεν, 
P26 401 

εἰσαγω: εἰσάγοσιν, 1,3 15 

εἴσειμι: ἐσίοντα, L3 9 

εἴσοδος: [εἰσ]οδος, H18 1 

εἰσφέρω: εἰσήνενκε, P26 244; P27 18-19; P28 4, [15]; 
P50 3 

ἐκγράφω: ἐκγεγραμμένο[υ], P24 39; P26 [494], 505, 
508-509 

ἔκκλημα: ἐνκλημάτων, L4a 65 

ἐκκύμων: ἐνκύμονα, L4 a 93 

ἔκτεισμα: ἐκτείσ[ματα)], L3 13 

ἐκτίνω: ἐκτείσωσι[ν], L3 8, [16] 

ἕκτος: [ἕκτη], L6 19; ἕκτον, LO 69: ἕκτει, L4 a 92 

ἐλαία: ἐλαίαι, L2 7, [169]; ἐλάαι, 14 b 10-11; 
ἐλαιο[ν------], L2 12 

ἕλος, LO 82 

euBarnp: ἐμβατῆρες, L4 Ὁ 15 

ἔνατος: [ἔϊνατον, L9 86; ἐνάτης, L3 8 

ἔνειμι: evert[t|y, L9 74 

ἐνεπίσκημμα, P14 40; P26 512, 528; P31 [3]}-4 

ἐνεπισκήπτομαι: ἐνεπησκήψατο, P48 8; ἐνεπησκή- 
ψατο, P5 18; ἐνεπεσκήψαντο, P5 31; P26 515 

ἐνιαυτός: ἐνιαυτόν, L3 9; L7 [16-17?], comm. 

ἐννέα, H67 4; L4 a 33 

ἐνοφείλω: ἐνοφείλεσθαι, P5 18, 25, 26, 30, 32, 35; P26 
520-521, 560-[561]; P43 25; P48 8; L3 20 

ἐξαγωγή: eEaywyn|--—], P34 4 

ἔξειμι: ἐξίωσιν, 1.13 5; ἐξεῖναι, L13 3 

ἐξέρχομαι: ἐξέλθηι, L4 a 59 

ἐξούλη: ἐξούλας, P26 [558]--559 


ἐπεργάζω: [ἐπ]ε[[]ργαστο, L8 115; ἐπεργασί- ---Ἰ, 1.8 
114 

ἐπιβολή: ἐπιβολήν, ΡΩ6 506 

ἐπικί-- ----Ἰ: ἐπικί------Ἰ,1.5 22; é[aex?---], L5 19, comm. 

ἐπικατατομήῆ: ἐπικατατομήν, P26 304: P27 97, 106 

ἐπιμελητής, P26 506; ἐπιμεληταί, P26 512-513; ἐπιμε- 
λητοῦ, P26 523 

ἐπισκευάζω: ἐπισκευάζεν, L4 a 55; ἐπισκευεάσαι, 
L4a 54 

ἐπιτιμητής: ἐπιτιμητάς, L13 23 

ἐπιψηφίζω: ἐπιψηφίσει, L4 a 95 

ἑπτά: hemra, LA1 128 

ἐπώνια, P2 e 6, f3, g 12; P3 [4]; P5 37; P53 6, 46; LA2 
[2]; ἐπώ(νια), P2 a, δ, c [10], [18], [25], d [5], 12, 18, 
e [3] 

ἐρανιστής: ἐρανιστῶν, P14 33; ἐρανισταῖς, H84 [4]; 
H89 B 4-5; H94 Hand II [5]; H109 Face A [4], comm. 

ἔρανος: ἐράν[ου], H124 5 

ἐργάζομαι: ἐργάζεται, Ρ9 41; P10 25; P29 [9], [24], [55]; 
P34 6; ἠργάζεο, P12 10; P18 [67-68]; P20 27-28, 
(50], [74]; P21 [5], 12; P27 7, 31, (53]-54; P32 13-14]. 
P38 8; P43 19; P44 4; npyacov[ro], L3 17; ἐργάζεσ- 
θαι, 1.4 ἃ 58-59; ἠργάσατο, P10 8; P20 [20]; P26 265; 
[elipyaquevov, P26 246 

ἐργάσιμος, L8 [132], [134] (bis), 149, [170--171], 172; ἐρ- 
γάσιμον (variously abbreviated and restored), P18 
[18-19], 24; P20 8; P26 231, 244: P27 19, 60-61, 
65-66; P28 4; P29 7; ἐργασίίμωι], L8 144; ἐργάσιμα, 
P26 227-228; P40 8; L8 106; [ἐρ]γ[α]σίμων, L8 106 

ἐργαστήριον, P5 55, 75; P9 12; P10 9, 10, 12; P11 16; 
P13 26, [32], 67-68, [75], [76], [82], [93]; P14 [15] 
[27]; P15 5, 6; P18 [71]; P19 [13]; P20 [25], [51], {52], 
[111]; P23 [7]; P24 [1], [6], 11, 12, 19, 25, 26, [30]; P25 
17, [22], [35]; P26 71-72, [107], 168, 216-[217], 222, 
225, 232-233, 240, 263, 270, [293]-294, 299, 300, 
[315-316], [321-322], 323-324, [328]-329, 344, 350, 
449; P27 11, 16, 30-31, [35], [94]; P28 8; P29 4, 
[10]-11, 12; P30 28-29; P33 [5]; P38 7; P43 8-9, [10], 
17-[18], 18-[19]; P44 13; P53 40; [ἐρ)γαστηρίο[υἹ], 
H112 2; ἐργαστήρια, P26 450; ἐργασ[τηρί]ων, H125 
1-2 

ἔργον: ἔργοις, P26 474-475 

ἕσπερος: πρὸς ἐσπέρα[ν], LB 110 

ἐσχατιά, P4 [9]; P9 20; P18 [75--76]; ἐσχατιάν, P26 
[391-392], 414, 420-[421], 531-532; L6 [42]; ἐσχα- 
[reas], L6 39-40 

ἔτος, L4 a 87; ἔτει, L7 10; ἔτη, 1.5 [6]; L7 9; LA1 [128] 

εὐθύνω: εὐθύνεσθο), L1 4; εὐθύνεσθαι, LA1 [102], 
130}, [131] 

εὑρίσκω: εὑρεῖν, L13 35 

evaTov: evoTtd, L4 a 32-33 

εὔχομαι: [εὔξασθαι], L3 2; ηὐχ[θαι), L3 3 

ἔφυλος, 1.8 102; ἔφυλοί-], 1.8 96; ἔφ[υ]λο[ν], 1.8 113; 
[ἐϊφύλωι, 1.8 76: ἐφυλί------]Ἰ, 1.8 115 
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H 


ἡδωλιάζω: ἡδ[ω]λιασμένην, L13 19 

ἥλιος: ἡλίου (variously abbreviated and restored), 
passim, P; LA b 13, 30, 39, 41; L8 110]; LA7 5 

ἡμέρα: ἡμέραι], L3 11; ἡμέραις, L7 8 

ἡμίσεια: ἡμίσειαν, L4 a 60 

ἥμισυς: ἥμυσυ, L4 a 26, 30, 37, 55-56; L4 b 35; ἡμίσεα, 
L4 a 24, 47, 62-63 © | 

ἡμίχοον: Πεί[μιχ------Ἰ, LA1 36-37, 37-38; [he]jex[--—], 
LA1 76 

ἡρῶιον, L6 [141] 


θάλαττα: θάλατταν], L11 4, comm.; θαλάττης, L4 Ὁ 
27-28, 32-33; θαλάττηι, L4 Ὁ 16 

θαλλός: θαλλῶ, L13 36 

θέα: θέαν, L13 19 

θέατρον, L13 13, [18], 21, 24, 35, 38; θεάτ[ρου], L6 
147-148 

θεός: θε[ῶι], L7 44-45; θεοί, L2 [1]; L4 a 1; L6 1; L7 [1]; 
L8 1; θεούς, L16 2; θεοῖς, L4 a 19, 80 

θεσμοθέτης: θεσμοθέτ[αις], P48 2 

θεσμός: θεσμός], LA1 30 

θεωρέω: θεωρεῖν, L13 10 

θήκη: θήκης, H71 2~3 

Acros, L8 143 

θυγάτηρ, P7 13; θυγατέρα, P24 49; θυ[γ]α[τ]ρός, H81 
4-5; θυγατρί, H80 [4]; H82 2 | 

θύρα: θύραι, 1.4 Ὁ 26, 32 

θυσία,1,7 5; [θυσίαν], L3 3; θυσίας, L4 a 82, 84 

θύω: ἔθυον, L4 a 24-25; θύωσι, L4 a 80; θύειν, L4 a 25, 
87, 94; θύεν, L4.a 19; θύοντας, L4 a 23 


I 


idtos: ἰδίαι, L4 a 96; ἰδίζωνν, L4 a 66 

ἱέρεια: ἱερείας, lia 49-50; ἱερείαι, 1.4 a 44, 45; ἱερείων, 
L4 a 14; ἱερείαις, L4 a 27-28, 39-40 

ἱερεῖον: ἱερείων, L4a 31 

ἱερεόομαι: ἱερεῶνται, L4 a 40-41; Ὁ L4a 15-16; 
ἱερεῶσθαι, L4a 15 

ἱερεύς: ἱερέα, L4 a 53; [htlepeo[s], LA1 110; ἱερεῖ, L4a 
29, 34, 44; ἱερέων, L4 a 14, 82; ἱερεῦσι, L4 a 27, 39, 
96; L13 [14], comm.; Ὠι[ερ3---- --Ἶ, LA1 130 

ἱερεωσύνη: ἱερεώσυνα, 14 a 29, 34; ἱερεωσύνην, L4 ἃ 
63-64; tepewovvas, L4 a 8-9 | 

ἱερομνήμων: [hujepouvepovas, LA1 31-32; [πιερομν]έ- 
μοσι!, LA1 12-13, 69-70 | 

ἱερόν, ΗΘ [1]; H9.[1]; H131 [1]; P6 7; P18 77; P26 [383], 
385, 507-508, 524, 535, 537; P39 3; ἱεροῦ, H3 2; H5 
2; H8 1; H10 2-3; H12 2; H16 2; H17 2; H19 2; H20 
1; H22 2; ἱερῶι, L4 a 52; πιερῶι, LA1 83-84; ἰερῶν, 
L4 a 54-55; ἱεροῖς, L4 a 40, 87, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93 


ἱερός: ἱεράν, L4 Ὁ 43-44; ἱερᾶς, H21 2-3; H34 1; ἱερά, 
L4 a 27, 80, 94, 95 

ἱεροποιός: ἱερ[οποιοί], L7 43-44; ἱεροποιοῖς, 1,7 [7]; [te- 
ροποιοῖς], L7 [20-21] 

ἱερουργέω, [hue ]popyer, LA1 132 

ixptov: ixpiov, L4 b 10 

ἵστημι: στῆσαι, L4 a 18, 51-52, 84; L13 26-27; 
ἰστησ]άτω, L3 29; ἑστηκότα, 1,13 5-6 


K 


καθιερόω: καθιέρωσεν], L6 137-138 

καθίστημι: καταστήσει, L4a 48 

καινοτομία, P34 5-6, [10]; P41 3; καινοτομίαν, P44 8; 
P515 

καλαθηφόρος: καλαθηφόρωι, 1.4 a 46 

καλέω: καλούμενος, P38 4; 1.8 133, 143, [170], [172]; 
καλουμένη, P38 9; καλούμενον, P38 11: καλουμένην, 
L8 113; καλουμένου, L8 148, 179; καλουμένωι, P39 6; 
καλούμενα, P16 7 

καλλιστεύω: καλλιστευουσῶν, 1,7 47 

κάμινος, P5 54; P13 81; P20 [11], [56]; P28 25; P38 28: 
P43 4 

κάμπτω: κάμψαντι, L6 130 

καπηλεῖον: κα[π]ηλείου, H106 1-2 

καταβάλλω: καταβεβ[λημένα), P52 2; κατεβλήθη, P26 
497, 530; P48 [7] 

καταβολή, P2 a, b, c [12], [20], [27], d 7, 15, [21], e [5], 
f 1-2, g[11], A [9]; LA2 [1]; καταβολήν, P26 473-474, 
485; καταβολάς, P26 482 

κατάθεσις: καταθέσεως, 1,10 37 

κατακυρόω: κατεκύρωσαν, P2 [5], σ [14]; P53 4 

καταλύω: καταλ[ῦσΊ]αι, L4 a 95--96 

κατάρχω: κατάρχεσθαι, L4 a 62; κατάρξηται, LA a 31 

κατασκευάζω: κατασκευάσαι, LA Ὁ 19 

κατατομή, P6 [18-19]; P13 72-73; κατατομήν, P18 3; 
P26 237; κατατομάς, P5 53, 72 

κεῖμαι: κεῖνται, L4 b 14, 41, 43; κείωνται, 1,13 28; 
κείμενος, L4 Ὁ 16-17; [κειμ]ένας, H115 7 

κέραμος: κέραμον, L13 [7]; L15 [43], comm. 

κεφάλαιον, L4 a 94; L8 6 

κηπεῖον, 1.9 64, 69, 73, 78, 86. 

κῆπος: [κῆπ]ος, L6 159-160; κῆπον, P2 e 11; κήπου, 
H106 2-3; κῆποι], L6 68; κήπους, L4 b 34-35 

κηρύκειον: [κηρύκεια), P3 4-5; P53 6 

κῆρυξ: [κήρυκα], L3 2; κήρυκος, L4 a 50, 64; κήρυκι, L4a 
43-113 (14]-15 

κληροῦχος: κληρόχος, L3 [4], 33, [47]; κληρόχων, L3 22, 
[42]; κληρόχοις, 1.3 13, [20] 

kAnpow: kAnpov, L4 a 47-48; κληρῦσθαι, LA a 12-13 

κλητήρ: κλητῆρ(ες), P5 15 

κομιδή: κομιδῆς, L10 39 

Kompwv: κοπ[ρῶνος], H110 1 

κρατέω: [κρατεῖν], H115 5-6 
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κρεανομία: κρεανομίαις, 1,7 51 

κρέας: κρέα, L4 a 23; L7 50; κρεῶν, 1.4 ἃ 62 

κριθή: χρι[θον], LA1 34-35 

κρίσις: κρίσιν, P5 14; P26 [400-401], [457] 

κτῆμα: κτημάτων, L7 17 

κύρβεις: kupBew[v], L4 a 87 

κύριος: κυρίω[ι], H104 4, comm. 

Kupow: κυρώσαντες, P4 [1-2] 

κυρωτής, P24 45; P26 [366], 462; x(vpwrys), P26 546 
κώπης: κώπαις, L4 a 46 


A 


Aayxavw: λανχάνοντας, L4 a 14-15; Aay ne, L3 24 

λαμβάνω: λαμβάνου[σι], L7 11; λαμβάνειν, L4 a 22, 
32, 38, 63; AaBwv, L13 7 

λίθινος: λιθίνην, L13 26; λιθιναί------], 1.8 5 

λίθος: λίθοις. L13 3 

λιθοτομία: λιθοτομί[αν], P26 483 

λιμήν: λιμένα, Ρ18 82 

λόγος: λόγον, L3 27 

λόφος, P4 18; P9 22, 42; P11 13; P12 14; P18 21; P19 
12; P20 19; P21 12; P25 31; P26 241, 298; P27 88; 
P43 3; P51 9; λόφον, L8 97, [105]; λό[φ]ο[υ], 1.8 105; 
λόφωι, P7 15; P13 85; P26 224; L8 [103], [139] 

λύσις: λύσει (variously preserved and_ restored), 
H84-90; H92; H94-107; H110; H111; H113; 
H114 A and B; P5 34 


M 


μάντις: μάν[τει3], LAI 9 

μέγεθος, L4 Ὁ 22 

pets: μῆνα, L4 a 67; μηνός, H115 2; L3 32; 1,5 [21], 
comm. 

μέλι: [weA eros, LA1 37 

μερίζω: [με]ριζόντων, L7 20 

μερίς: μερίδα, L4a 41 

μέρος, P5 37; P48 7; μέρει, L4 a 48, 61-62; μέρη, P24 41 

μέταλλον (variously abbreviated), passim, P 

μεταξύ: perag|v], LY 50 

μετέχω: μετασχόντα, P26 470-471, 478-479, 487 

μετοίκιον: μετοικίου, P26 471 

μέτοικος, P17 17 

μέτωπον: μέτω[πον], H67 3 

μισθός, PAG 6 

μισθόω: [μισθούτω]σαν, L7 8; μισθοῦν, L7 22; 
ἐμίσθωσε, P26 [420]; [ἐμίσ᾽]θωσαν, L16 5; μισθῶσαι, 
L3 31; ἐμισθώσατο, L4 a 60; L14 [3-4], [7-8], [10], 
[12-13], [15], [16]; [μι]σθϑσθ[αι], LA1 97; ἐμισθω[θη], 
L10 35; μεμισθῶσθαι, 1.8 108, 138, 139; μεμι[σ]θω- 
μένον, L4a 59; μισθί------Ἰ, LA1 100 


μίσθωσις, L3 19; μίσθωσιν, 1,1 [4]; L4 a 60-61; 1,5 [21]; 
L7 14; μισθώσεως, L4 a 24, 84, 94; L5 [18?]; L7 43; 
L13 8-9; L10 37-38; L15 [3] 

μισθωτής (variously abbreviated and restored), pas- 
sim, L 

μνᾶ: μνῶν, L7 42, 49 

μνῆμα: μνήματος (variously preserved and restored), 
H53-63; H65-67; μνημάτων, H64 1-2 


N 


νέμω: νέμειν, L4 a 39, 41-42; [νεμ]όντων, L7 50; 
νέμεσθαι, L4 a 23, 47; νείμασθαι, L4a 17-18 

νομεῦς: vouels], L1 11 

νομίζω: νομιζομένος, L4 a 42-43 

νομοθέτης: νομοθέτ[α] [ς], L7 7 

νόμος: νόμους, P26 526 

νότος: [π]ρὸς νότον, L8 110; νοτόθεν (variously abbrevi- 
ated and restored), passim, P; 1.8 109; L9 61 


poy 
‘emma! 
omen] 


ξένος: ξένου, P53 42, 49 
ξύλον: ξύλα, L4 a 87, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93 (bis); L13 [7] 


O 


ὄγδοος: ὄγδοον, 1.9 78; ὀγδόει, L4 a 88 

536s, P2 d 4, [17]; Ρ 12, 42; P5 11, 21, 55; P10 16, [24], 
[27]; P11 8; P13 [10], 25, [31], 33, 48; P14 [2] 26; P15 
7; P17 15; P18 [52], [53], 64, 70, [89], [90]; P20 [75]; 
P21 [3]; P22 [9]; P24 [18]; P26 [148], [155], 215, 220, 
233, 235, 258, 271, [276], 278, 283, 295, [300], 
[340-341], 369, 377-378, 379-380, 389-390, 429, 
448, [453], 466, [532]; P27 15, 64, 68, 98, [103]; P28 7, 
[17], 25; P29 14, [40], 54; P32 7; P33 9; P34 [1], [11]; 
P38 16, 21, 33; P51 8; P53 17-[18], 48; ὁδόν, 1.6 
[118]-119, 123, [127], comm.; L8 [142]; L9 32, [399] 
[44], 57; ὁδοῦ, H32 2; H33 2; H34 2; H35 1 

οἰκέω: οἰκῶν (variously abbreviated), L6 7, 76, [134- 
135], 139; L14 13; [olixovras, L3 4; oixéot, L3 50 

οἴκημα: oi[knuaros], H101 2-3 

οἰκηματιον: οἰκημ[ατίου], H110 2 

οἴκησις: οἰκήσων, L3 48 

οἰκία: P2 d 16; P5 28-29, 75; P9 21; P17 [20]; P26 453, 
465, 466, 467, 568; P27 10, [24-25]; P29 12; P54 4; L5 
24; L6 [4]-5, 9, [11], 17, [19-20], 22, [58], 71, [74-75], 
78, 81, {84?], [91], 97, [118], [169]-170, comm.; 1.10 4, 
9, [299]: οἰκίαν, P2 a, ὁ, c 14, d [2], 9-10, ὁ [10]; P3 
[9-10]; P4 [41], 48; P5 10, 24, 33; P17 20; P24 47; P26 
368; P52 [17]; L4 Ὁ 24, 29-30; L8 107; οἰκίαι, P2 ὁ 8; 
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P5 19, 26-27, 31; LA5 [14]-15, comm.; οἰκίας (vari- 
ously preserved and restored), H21; H74, H77-79; 
H81; H82; H84; H85; H88-90; H92; H95; H96; H98; 
H99; H102; H104; H106-109; H111; H114-116; 
H117, comm.; H118; H120; H124; P2 a, 6, c 7; P14 
30; P52 5, 9; P54 2: οἰκίων, H113; L3 14 

οἰκίδιον, P54 3 

οἰκοδομέω: οἰκοδομῆσαι, L13 21 

οἰκοδομία: οἰκοδομιάν, L13 2 

οἰκόπεδον, P17 16, [22]; P53 [41]; [ot]x[o]aedo[v], H94 
Hand I 2; [οἰϊκοπέδων, P26 406 

οἶνος: oivo, LA1 36 

dts: οἷν, L4 a 85 (bis), 86 (bis), 87, 93 (bis) 

ὀλείζων: [ὀλε]ίζον, LA1 128 

ὁλόκαυτος: ὁλόκαυτον, L4a 85 

ὄμνυμι: ὦμοσαν, 1.4 ἃ 70, 75, 81 

ὁμολογέω: ὁμολογοῦντας, L4 a 4-5 

ὁμορέω: ὁμοροῦσαν, 1.4 b 24-25 

ὄνομα, L13 28; [ὀνόματΊ]α, L3 39 

ὁρίζω: ὁρίζουσιν, L4 Ὁ 28, 33; ὁρίζοντες, 1.4 Ὁ 14; 
ὡρίσθαι, 1.4 Ὁ 11--12 

ὄρος, P5 44; P26 397-398, 408; P27 83; ὄρη, P26 533; 
L3 18 

ὅρος and Πόρος (variously preserved and _ restored): 
H2-5; H10-17; H19-35; H43-49; H50, comm.; H51; 
H53-75; H77-79; H81-111; H113-127; H130; L4a 
18; ὅροι, 1.4 Ὁ 14, 28, 33, 40-41, 43; ὅρους, L15 2; 
ὅρω[ν], L9 39 

Sppos, P26 501, 518 

ὄρχος: ὄρχοι, Ρ4 9 

οὐδείς: [οὐδ]είς, L8 103 

ὀφείλω: [ὀφέλ]οντες, L3 21; ὀφελ, H108 6 

ὀφλισκάνω: [ὀϊφλεῖν, P26 557; ὀφλόντος, P26 [459], 
506; ὠφληκότος, P26 525 


Il 


πάγος, P26 390; P27 78; mayer, P18 80 

mats: [πα]ιδός, H74 6; παιδί, H76 1; H77 4-[5], comm.; 
H116 [4]; H117 [3], comm.; παῖδες, P28 12; παίδων, 
H73 5-6; P5 45, 79-80; P13 [4-5]; P27 99, [102-103]; 
P34 8-9; P35 4, [8]; [παι]σιἢ, H118 3-[4], comm. 

παλαιός: παλαιόν, passim, P 

πανταχόθεν, P5 41; P9 37-38; P27 91; P28 12 

παραδίδωμι: παραδιδῶσι, L13 23-24; wapal[didova? 
δοῦναι or δόντων], L135, comm. 

παραδρομίς, 1.9 28 

παραστάδιον: [παραστ]άδιον:, 1,6 147 

παραγράφω: παραγράψαι, 1,13 27 

πάρειμι: παρόΪντον)], LA1 83 

παρέρχομαι: παρε[λ]θόντι, 1,8 105 

παρέχω: παρέχει, L4 a 20; πα[ρέχειν], L13 18-19; 
παρέσχον, L4a 57 


mapodtos: παροδίου, H66 2 

πελανός: πελανόν, L4 a 29-30, 35 

πέμπτος: [πέμ]πτη, L6 17; πέμπτον, 1.9 64; [πέμπτου), 
1,9 [73], comm.; L14 [10] 

πέμπω: πέμψαντες, L7 44 

πεντακοσιόδραχμος: [π]εντακοσιοδρ[ἀχμου], H124 6-7 

πεντακοσιομέδιμνος: πεντακοσιομεδίμνων, L3 12 

πεντεδραχμία: πεντεδραχμίαν, P26 475; πεντεδραχ- 
μίας, P26 479 

πεντηκοστή: πεντηκοστήν, L7 12; [πεντηκοστῆς], 1.7 
14-15 

περιαλείφω: [περιαλ]είψωσιν", L13 6, comm. 

περίβολος, P26 232 

πέρνημι: πεπραμένος (variously preserved and restored 
in the genitive case), H84-113; H124; ἐπράθη, P5 40; 
P24 [43]; P26 [363-364]; P42 1: πραθέντα, P19 1; 
πραθέντων, P32 11; P53 3 

πλέθρον: πλέθρα, P2 g 9; L2 4, [23] 

πλεῖστος: πλεί[στη)], L7 6; πλεῖστον], L7 9 

πληρώτρια: TAnpwrpia, H124 7 

motew: ποήσωσιν, L13 20; πεπόηκεν, L13 34; 
[ποιήσε]σθαι, L3 3 

πόλις, P5 37; L4 a 20, 87; πόλιν, P26 494; πόλει, P24 
41; P26 [491]: 1.1 [9] 

πομπή: πομπήν, L7 44 

πομπικός: πομπικήν, [.9 57 

πορεύω: πορεύεται, H34 2-3 

ποταμός, Ρ4 27, 42 

movs: πόδες, H23 3; Η24 [3]; H66 2[-]3, 4; H67 4 

πρᾶσις: πρᾶσιν,1,7 15 

πράττω: πράττ[εν], LA1 101; πέπρατ[αι], 1,3 19 

πρίαμαι: ἐπρίατο, P2 a, b, c 10, [17], [25], d 5, [12], [18], 
6 [3], g 10, A [7-8]; πριάμενος, P2 e [6], f [3], g [12]; 
LA2 [2]; πριαμένους, L13 [12]-13, [18], 38; πριαμέ- 
νοις, L13 22 

προγράφω: προγράφει[νἹ, L7 13 

προεδρία: προεδρίαν, L13 [11], [13], 16 

πρόεδρος: [προέ]δρων, P53 45 

7podvpa, L4a 61 

προίξ: προικός (variously preserved and restored), H78; 
H79; H81-83; H93, comm.; H104; H116, comm.; 
H117, comm.; H119-121; προῖκα, H80 

προκρίνω: προκρίναντες], L7 46-47 

πρόπυλον: προπ[ύλο], H29 1 

πρόσειμι: tpolaro(vre?)], L6 5, comm. 

προσήκω: mpochexov, H23 2; H24 [2] 

προσκατεργάζω: πρ[οσκα]τ[εἸίργασταίι], L8 103-104 

πρόσοδος, L7 6, 16; [πρόσοδον], L3 3 

προσοφείλω: π[ροσοφ]λεῖν, P26 527 

προστωῖον: mpoo[rotoy?|, L2 3 

πρυτανεία: πρυτανείας, P2 a, b, c 2; P24 44; P26 229; 
P38 10; P40 3; P52 4, 13, 16; P55 4; P56 5; L3 [8] 

πρυτανεύς: πρυτάνεις, L7 13 
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πρυτανεύω: ἐπρυτάνευεν, L3 1 

πρῶτος, 1.9 [34]; πρώτη, L4 b 13; L6 5, 81, [1709]; 
πρῶτον, L6 103; L14 [1]; L10 [49], comm.; πρῶται, 
L4b 11 

πύλη: [πύλαις], L10 40 

πύλις: πυλίδος, P48 5 

πύργος, P5 74 

πωλέω: πωλεῖν, L7 12 

πωλητής: πωληταί, P5 1; P40 1; L7 [9]; [πωλητάς], 
1,712 


Ρ 


pew: ῥέουσα, P29 10 


σάρξ: σάρκας, L4 a 33 

σηκός: [σηκ]όν, H18 2 

σῆμα: σήματος, H68 1-2; H69 1-2; H70 [1] 

σκάφη: σκάφε, LAL 126 

oxedos, L4 a 32, 33, 35, 39 

σκηνή: [σ]κηνή, L6 146; σκηνήν, L13 1; oxnvet, L13 6-7 

στέφανος: στεφάνωι, L13 36 

στεφανόω: στεφανῶσαι, L13 35, 37 

στήλη: στήλην, passim, P; L4a 82, 84; L13 26; στήλης, 
P5 47-48, 50, 51, 61, 82; P12 5; P18 [84]; P26 229, 
239, 243, [245], 250; P27 [19-20], 61, [66], 76; P28 
[14]; P29 [7]; στήληι, L4 a 51; στηλῶν, P18 84; P26 
228; [ἰστέλον], LA1 31 

συκάμινος, 1.9 [73-74] 

συμβάλλω: συμβάλλεσθαι, L4 a 30-31, 37; συνβάλ- 
Aer Oat, L4 a 83; συμβαλλομένους, L4 a 26, 55, 95 

op Boros: σύμβολοι, P2 [5, g [14] 

συμφέρω: συνενείκηι, L3 2 

συνάρχω: συναρχόντων, P5 7-8 

συνθήκη: συνθῆκαι, L13 28; συνθήκας, H115 [6]; L13 
20-21; συνθηκῶν, L13 26 

συνοικία: συνοικίαν, P26 464; συνοικίας, H126 [1]; P26 
468 

συντομή: συντομάς, P38 15 

συστάς, P49 

σώιζω: [σ]όιζεν, LA1 55 


T 


τάλαντον: ταλάντο[ιν), L7 16 

ταμίας: ταμίαν, L7 23; ταμίας, L13 25 

τάφρος, P48 4 

τεῖχος: τείχους, L6 141 

τειχητός: τειχειτόν, P26 534 

τελευτάω: τελευτᾶι (variously preserved and restored), 
H38; H39; H41; H42; H52, comm.; τελευτήσει, L4a 
13-14 


τελέω: ἐτέλει, P2 g [12]; LA2 [2] 

τέλμα, P26 161; L6 140, 142; L10 40 

τέλωνος: τελώνου, P53 43, 47 

τέμενος, P26 [552]; L4 Ὁ 11, 18; L6 35, [38], 65-66, 103, 
105-106, 109, [145]; L10 [4], comm.., [9], comm.; L14 
[1], [3], [5], [7], 10, [16]; τεμένους, H15 [2]; L4 Ὁ 8-9; 
L10 [14], comm.; L13 [4]; [re]uev[os], H13 2; τεμένει, 
L4 b 21, 25; τεμένη, L2 2; L6 103; L14 [19], comm. 

τέμνω: τετμημένην, LO 33 

τέταρτος: τετάρτη, L6 14; [τέταρτον], L14 7; [rera]p- 
res, LA1 70-71 

τετταράκοντα, L7 42, 49 

τιμή, P24 20, 41; P25 36; P26 528; τιμῆς, P24 43; P48 7; 
τιμάς, L4 a 82 

τίμημα, P26 [558] 

τοῖχος: τοίχου, L6 136 

τόκος: τόκ[ον], P26 422-.423 

τόπος, 1.8 [96], [102], [131-132], 132, 136, 137, 158, 
170, [172]; τόπον, L8 92, 113, 140, 171; roz[wel, 
L8 76 

τρεῖς, L3 10; L13 24 

τρέπω: Tpe wet, L4 a 96 

τριακόσιοι: τριακοσίαις, L13 34 

τριτεῦς: τριτεῖ------Ἰ, LA1 35-36 

τρίτος, 1.9 61; τρίτη, L6 11; [τρίτον], L6 109; 1.14 5 

τριττὺς (variously preserved and restored): H36-42; 
H52, comm. 

τύχη: τύχηι, L4 b 1; L7 4 


Y 


ὕδωρ: ὕδατος, P34 4 

ὕλη, L8 101, 171; ὕλην, L8 142 

vAwvos: 1.8 103; ὑλωνῶν, L8 141 

ὑπακούω: ὑπακούσαντος, P26 457 

ὑπερβαίνω: ὑπερβάντίι]), L8 104 

ὑπερέχω: [ὑ]π[εἸρσχ[ε]ῖν, L8 139-140 

ὑπόκειμαι: ὑπόκειται, P5 14-15; ὑποκειμένης, H114 A. 
[2], B 2; H115 [3-4] 

ὑπομένω: ὑπομείναντος, P5 13-14 

bs: bv, L4 a 88, 89 (bis), 91, 92 (bis) 

ὕστερος: ὕστερον, L10 35 

ὑπεύθυνος: ὑπεύθυνον, L4 a 96 


Φ 


φαίνω: φαίνηι, L3 6 

φάσκω: [φ]άσκων, L8 138 

φελλεύς, P26 220 

φέρω: φέρε[ι], PI 33; φέρουσιν, L4 b 27, 32; φέρων, LE 
142; φέρουσα, passim, P 

φήμι: ἔφη, L8 108, 139 

φιλοτιμέομαι: φιλοτιμεῖται, L13 33 

φράτηρ: φράτερσι, P5 19, 23; φρατέρων, P5 17 
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φρατρία: pparp<iyals], H131 5; [φ]ρατρίας, H9 5 

φρέαρ: φρέατος, L4 Ὁ 35 

φυλή, H36 3; Η42 [2], [6]; H52 [2], comm.; φυλῆς, P26 
507, 508, 513, 516, 527, 529; φυλῆι, P26 521, 
522-523; φυλῶν, LB 7, [106], 142, 145; pvan[-—-], 
L8 9 

φυτεύω: [πεφυ]τευμένα, L8 107 


Χ 


χαράδρα, P5 56; P7 [7-8]; P9 20, 27; P13 [54]; P14 3, 
[13], 20; P19 22; P20 26, 166; P24 5; P26 139, 156, 
206, 207, 289, 503, 519; P28 29-30; P29 10, 34, 51; 
P30 [15]; P38 9; L8 [108-109], 112 

χείρ: χειρός, 1,9 [34], 65, 70, [78], [86] 

χοῖρος: χοῖρον, L4 a 86, 87, 89, 90 (bis), 91 (ter) 

χράομαι: χρομεί------Ἰ, L2 18; [χ]ρῆσθαι, 1,13 3 

χρῆμα: χρέματα, 1.1 6 

χρηματίζω: [χρ]ηματίσα[ι], P20 125-126 

χρόνος, 1,1 5; 1.4 ἃ 59-60; 1,5 [17], comm.; 1.10 36; L13 
8; L15 [3]; χρόνον, L4 a 9-10; χρόνωι, L13 34 

χωρίον, P2 ἢ 5; P4 8, 22, 28; P5 62, 68, 70; P9 20-21, 
31, 38; P10 14; P13 9, 68; P17 [20-21]; P18 5, 6; P26 
[368], [374], 376-377, 384-385, 387, 397, 410, [452], 
499-500, 501, 502, 503, 517, 518-519, 520, 559-560, 


563; P28 21; P35 8-9; P53 [48]; P56 3, [7]; L2 [179]; 
L6 [57], comm., [91], 94, 138; L8 [94]; χωρίου or 
χωρίο (variously preserved and restored), H73-75; 
H77; H83; H86; H87; H90; H91; H93; H94; H97; 
H100; H101; H103; H104; H108; Η111; H117 and 
H118, comm.; H119; H121; L1 10; L6 115; L8 112; 
χωρίωι, P26 516, 561; [xwp]iw?, L9 39, comm.; 
xwptow, 1.9 51; χωρία, P5 43; P11 4; P16 8; P24 18; 
L4 b 14-15; L5 [4]-5; χωρίων, P20 122; L4 Ὁ 29, 34, 
38; L5 [20]; χωρίοις, P5 67-68 


Ψ 


ψηφίζομαι: ἐψηφίσθαι, L4 a 81; L5 (2-3?]; 1.13 32 
ψῆφος: ψῆφοι, P53 56; ψήφων, P53 58 
ψιλός: φσιλέ, L2 7; φσιλξς, L2 4 


Ω 


ὠμός: ὠμά, L4 a 23-24 

ὠνέομαι: ἐω[νημένων], 1.7 49-50 

ὠνή: ὠνήν, P26 493 

ὠνητής: passim, P; ὠνηταί, L13 28 

ὡραῖος: ὡραίων, L10 38 

ὠσκοφόρος: ὠσκοφόρος: L4 a 49; d[o]kopdpwv, L4 a 21 
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Actual-state plan of the excavations of the Athenian Agora 
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